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LETTERS 


Letters may have been 
shortened because of 
space. Some names may 
have been changed 


Military support 

So no w the editor of the Weekly Worker 
stepsupto the plate and quotes Lenin in 
anattemptto defendthe CPGB’sclaim 
that there is no differencebetweenpoliti- 
calandmilitaiy suppoit.Peihapscomtade 
Manson thinks Weekly Worker readers 
are just sheep who will blindly accept 
whatever he says -or peihaps unquestion¬ 
ing acceptance of the leade rship is what 
heisusedto inside the CPGB? Unfortu- 
natdyforhiin someofus takeourpoMcs 
more seriously than that. 

I actually read the documents he re¬ 
ferred to and a ful 1 reading gives a some- 
wbatdifferent result than you would think 
from the selective and out-of-contextsnip- 
petshe uses. Both documentsare avail¬ 
able on the internet for those readers 
without easy access to Lenin’s Collected 
works -www.marxists.oig/ardiiv eTenin/ 
works/1917/aug / 19 .htm; and www.mar- 
xists.org/archive/lenin/works/1917/aug/ 
30.htm. 

‘Rumouis ofa cons piracy’ actually does 
not even refer to the Kornilov affair, but it 
does make dearwhat the Bolsheviks’ at¬ 
titude to such an attack on the pro vi sional 
government wouldbe. Let us first look at 
whoLenin says shouldbe expelled andfor 
what: ‘ ‘The congres s resolut ion being what 
it is, any B olshevik who came to terms 
with the defend sts for the purpose o f ‘ giv¬ 
ing access’, or indirectlyexpressing con¬ 
fidence in the provisional government 
(which is allegedly being defendedagainst 
the Cossacks), would, of course, be im¬ 
mediately and deservedly expelled from 
the party.” 

Lata - on Lenin makes it explicit that it 
is political supporttothegovanment that 
heopposes:“... a Bolshevik would tell 
the lVfensheviks:“Weshallfight,ofcouEe, 
but we refusetoenterintoany political 
alliance wbateverwith you, refuse to ex¬ 
press the leastconfidence in you.” 

It is also instructive to look at a com - 
pletequote of the relevant sectionoftbe 
letter to the central committee of the 
RSDLP. Once ^ain it dearlydistinguishes 
bdween taking a military side and giving 
political support: 

“Even now we must not support 
Kerensky’sgoveminent This is unprinci¬ 
pled. We maybeasked; aren’t we gping 
to fight against Kornilov? Ofcourse we 
must! But this is nottbe same thing there 
is a dividing line here, which is being 
steppedoverby some Bolsheviks whofall 
into compromise and allow themsd ves to 
becarriedaway by the courseofevents. 

“Wesball fight,weare lighting,against 
Kornilov, just as Kerensky’s troops do, 
but we do not support Kerensky. On the 
contrary, we expose his weakness. There 
is the difference. Itisrathera subtledif- 
ference,but it is highly essential and must 
not he forgottea 

‘ We are changi ng the form of ou r strug - 
gle against Kerensky. Withoutin the least 
relaxing our hostility towards him, without 
takingback a single wordsaid against him, 
witboutrenouncingthe task of overthrow¬ 
ing him, we say that we must take into 
accounttbepresentsituation.Weshallnot 
overthrow Kerensky right now. 

‘We sballapproachthetaskoffighting 
again st him in a different way: namely we 
shallpoint out to the people (whoare fight¬ 
ing against Kornilov) Kerensky’s weak¬ 
ness and vacillation. That has been done 
in the past a s well. Now, however, it has 
becomethe all-important thing and this 
constitutesthe change” 

It would seem thatthe CPGB are inca¬ 
pable of understanding this subtle but 
highly essential difference. Irepeat-iftbe 
CPGB don’t want to use the words ‘po- 
litical’and ‘military’, then fairenougtybul 
then you are going to have to describe 
these quite different actio ns ofrevolut ion¬ 
ary Marxistswith some alternative terms. 
Certainly the CPGB’s own positionon 
Iraq makes no sense without recognising 


thisdifference-unlessyoureally are for 
giving some kind ofpolitical supportto the 
Iraqi resistance whose military side you 
take in their conflictwith impatialism. 

And let us not forget the outstanding 
question of the supposed “genocide”in 
Kosova. Does the CPGB still stand by 
tbeirclaim that genocide was being car- 
riedoutbythe Serbs? Do you therefore 
say that Pi lger is a liar when he clearly says 
this was not the case? 

Simon Keller 
email 

Betrayal 

Peter Manson shows clearly thecontinu- 
inglegacy ofStalinismin the CPGB, even 
though they have renounced it and claim 
to be fighting for genuine communism. 
Likea conditioned reflex, Peter reaches 
for irrelevant quotes ffamLenintojustify 
betrayal, refusing to support the anti-co¬ 
lonial resistance in Iraq against our ‘own’ 
rul ing clas s and its US alii es. 

In the spirit of pseudo-‘Leninism’, Pe¬ 
ter quotes thisinacontext utterly alien to 
the one it came from. It is difficultto im¬ 
agine circumstances more different from 
today’s Iraq than the period priorto the 
October Revolution in Russia. There the 
bourgeo isie of a majo r imperialis t powei; 
having numerous enslaved peoples, was 
on the cusp of being overthrown by its 
own working class. In Iraq,on the other 
hand, there is an oppressed nation, a 
(shared)colony of ourownrulingclass, 
with an acceleratingnationalistinsurgency 
that is causingthe armies of the imperialist 
coalitionrealdifficulties. 

Peteruses apolemic aimed atguarding 
agsinstsoflnessonthe imperialist gov ail¬ 
ment of Lenin’s ‘own’ opp lessor country, 
tojustifyrefusing tosupport armed rebel¬ 
lion by an oppressed p eop le, a co lonis ed 
people,againstour ownimperialism! He 
tries to use warnings against political ca¬ 
pitulation to (Russian) imperialismin the 
service of capitulation to (British) impe¬ 
rialism, This canonly bedescribed as an 
exercise in literary prostitution 

He is also unable to understand the 
passages he is quoting. It is an historical 
fact that there was an episodic bloc - a 
real ‘militarybloc’-priorto theOctober 
revolution between the Bolshevik-led 
‘Red Guards’ and forces loyal to the 
Kerensky government, to fend off the 
Kornilov coup. 

The dominant role in that bloc was 
played by the ‘Red’ forces - the Kerensky 
forces were panicked and deeply demor¬ 
alised Forgoodreason: Kerensky him¬ 
self, and the b ourgeoi s and petty bourgeo is 
cliques around him, were complicit in 
Kornilov’s actions. They woe involved in 
helping to Kornilov to prepare the crush- 
ingofthe soviets. 

When Kornilov decided to make a 
clean sweep, to crush the provisionalgov- 
emment as wellas the hated soviets, the 
Bol she v ik leadersh ip did not fc Id its arms 
and say ‘aplagueonbothyourhouses’- 
refusingto ‘bloc’witheitherside. They 
actively, and arms in hand defended the 
provisional gpvemmentagainst Kornilov, 
as a tactic in order to allow them to get 
the most threatening enemy out of the way 
first, while suhsequertlyMsaig the author¬ 
ity gained from being the dom inant part¬ 
ner in the defence of that product ofthe 
early, immature period of the revolution, 
to pushtherevolution/M7f/z£7-, dispose of 
the ‘halfwayhouse’ government andinsti- 
tute a government of the soviets. Petercan 
pretend till he is blue in the face that there 
was no bloc: in the real world there was 
anepisodicbloc 

So what was Lenin doing with his ar- 
gumentsthatPeter quo tesagainstany kind 
of a ‘bloc’?He was combating atendency 
in theranksofhisown party to concilia¬ 
tion with theprovisional government,a 
tendency personified by Stalin and 
Kamenev which had earl ier regarded the 
provisionalgovemment as insome way the 
realisation of theBolsheviksloganof the 
‘democraticdictatorship ofthe proletariat 
and the peasantry’. 

Lenin underlined repeatedly that this 


was still mimperialist government; that 
any tendency towards ‘defencism’ oftbat 
government in general had to be com¬ 
bated.Itis r/wtimperialistcharacterofthe 
Kerenskiad that provided thecontext for 
the remarks of Lenin which appearto im- 
plytbat no blocofany kind was permissi¬ 
ble with Kerensky - that was the danger 
Lenin was guarding against. 

The fact thatvarious socialist groups 
since have misused this to justify acom- 
pl ete separation of mil itary questions from 
politics, andthereby giving (intbenameof 
‘anti-imperialism’) ‘military,butnotpoliti- 
cal’ supportevenattimestomini-tsarist 
typeoppressionofsmall peoples liketbat 
practised by Slobodan Milosevic in 
Ko so va, does not mean that Lenin did not 
bloc militarily with the Kerenskyists against 
Kornilov, just as in February 1917 there 
was a similar military bloc withthe Cadets 
against the tsar. 

Peter’s crappy, hack-like excuse fora 
polemic is the logicalresultofthebetrayal 
ofcommunistprinciplesthatisinherent in 
the CPGB’s refusal to support the actu- 
allyexisting armed resistance of the Iraqi 
people. 

Ian Donovan 
email 

Sub-imperialist? 

Paul Hampton babbles :“It is also wrong 
to assert Saddam’s Iraq was ‘a non-im¬ 
perialist country’ -the war with Iran and 
theinvasionofKuwait suggest abidby a 
sub-imperialist powerforregional domi¬ 
nation” (Letters, February 17). 

Thekey phrase here is ‘sub-imperial¬ 
ist’, which brings to mind theterm ‘state 
capitalist’ thatthe Sbachtmanitesusedto 
justify neutralitywhen the USSR was un¬ 
der attack by Germany. Theterm ‘sub¬ 
imperialist’ is meaningless tripebecause 
imperialism, by definition, is the export of 
capital to foreign countries in orderto ex- 
ploittbeir markets and labourforces,and 
occurs when the productive forces of a 
country have outgrown the boundaries of 
that country (the national market is satu¬ 
rated),andthe export of capital becomes 
imperative. Suchisnotthe case in Iraq, 
whichisunderdeveloped, its virtuallysole 
source of income being the export of pe¬ 
troleum. 

So, Paul, theAlliance fcr Workers’Lib- 
erty is fooling noonebutthepolitically 
unsophisticated. To repeat :your organi¬ 
sation will side with imperialismagainst 
what they term the “sub-imperialists”. 
Neverwas there such a striking parallel in 
methodology as that oftheAWLand Max 
Sbachtman 
Michael little 
Seattle 

STWC vote 

Paul Ingram’s claimto have moved “that 
thecoalition urge people to vote forcan- 
didates who didn’t support the war, who 
didn’t backthe occupation” is a blatant lie 
(‘Underwraps’,February 17). Tbatwas 
the policy actually adopted by the Stop the 
WarCoalitian conference once bisamend- 
ment had been defeated. 

His amendment called for support for 
candidates and parties,etc. Itwas about 
not supporting any Labour Party candi¬ 
dates like Jeremy Corbyn. Since theso- 
called CPGB agrees with the actual 
position ofthecoalition on thisquesti on, it 
is perhaps a little peculiartbatyoucollabo- 
rate with such sectarianism. I wonder 
why? 

Geoff Collier 

email 

Left unity 

The Socialist Alliance Democracy Plat¬ 
form met last Saturday (February 19)to 
finalise the detailsofthe March ^con¬ 
ference inBirmingham/BuildaDemo- 
cratic Socialist Alliance: towards amass 
workers’ party’. Comradeswillbeaware 
that the SocialistAlliancewasclosed down 
on February 5 by the sectarian and un- 
democraticactionsoftheSocialist Work- L 


ers Party. The question arises as to what 
le ssons have been learned from the So- 
cialistAllianceexperience and what those 
who wish to continue with the project of 
socialist unity do next Thatdiscussionis 
what the conference is about. 

Thepro posed agendais in four parts. 
First isadiscussiononthe general eco¬ 
nomic andpolitical situation, led by pro¬ 
fessor Flil lei Ticktin Second isadiscussi on 
on what we have 1 earned from the So d al ist 
Alliance experience, with a panel of 
speakers from the various sponsors of the 
conference. Third is adiscussion and de¬ 
cisions on various proposals for an organi¬ 
sational way forward. Fourth is a 
discussion and decisions onplans fortbe 
future. 

There is clearly a need for amass alter- 
nativetoNew Labour, which looks to he 
heading fora third term in office despite 
its unpopularity. Various groups have 
made an attempt to build an alternative. 
Arthur Scargjll startedthe Social istLabour 
Party and initially brought alot ofsocial- 
ists together. However; his undemocratic 
methods re suited in the collapse of his 
party. Likewise the SWPhave setup 
Respect - but in such a sectarian and un¬ 
democratic manner that it isunlikelyitwill 
prosper. The only organisation which 
seems to have come out ofthe last eight 
years with any credit is the Scottish So¬ 
cial is tParty, where Scottish Militant La¬ 
bour opened up their organisation and 
welcomed in independents and other 
group s as tendencies. 

A key issue forthe March 12 confer¬ 
ence willbedemocracy-howtocreatea 
democratic culture out of a tradition of 
bureaucratic andsectarian methods on the 
British left. A relatedissue is how to bring 
independent socialists and thesects into 
one organisation. The SSP experience 
does seem a model to base ourselves on 
Some comrades think thatthis is such an 
uphill task that itis impossible. My answer 
would be if we do not make a start now, 
who else will do it? 

Dave Spencer 
Covaitry 

SWP and 
censorship 

Eddie F ord’s article ‘ Silent on Springgr’ 
challenges the SWP for theirpositionon 
the protests by religious groups in re¬ 
sponse to the Bin:ningbamrepplay,.8fi/7fc7, 
and Jerry Springer the opera, screened 
onBBC2 (Weekly Worker January 13). 
Wouldtbey defend the right to free ex¬ 
pression and the right to offend? 

The response arrived in Patrick 
Cannellan’sarticle, ‘Thought fortheplay’ 
(SocialistRei’iew February). Patrick ar¬ 
gues that “Censorship of the artsis some¬ 
thing thatmustbe resisted”-thoughthere 
is no evidence ofthisinhis article Instead, 
as is the habit with the SWP when dealing 
with touchy issues, hebegins by pointing 
outwhothe real enemyis.Ofcouise it’s 
the Labour Party withtheir £30 million cut 
in arts funding With thisfirmlyin mind we 
can then skimo ver and forget about any 
criticism of the violentprotests and death 
threats by members of the Sikh commu¬ 


nity that farced Behtzi to he withdrawn. 
No need to even mention the role the 
MuslimAssociationofBritainprotesting 
alongsidet he Christian right in their atterqpts 
to preventthe screening of Jerry Springer 
the opera. 

If the SWP wanted to “vigorously de¬ 
fend the long and worthy tradition ofthea- 
tre being abattleground for the debate of 
ideas in society”, as they put it, then they 
should not have any problemin support- 
ingtherightof free expression But with 
the generalelectionjustaroundthe cor¬ 
ner nowisnotthetime for such disputes 
with their al lies in Respect. Instead we are 
told that the theatre should provoke and 
challenge, but not offend (especially op¬ 
pressed groups). Hardly a“batdeground 
for the debate of ideas in society” - but 
neither is the SWP or Respect, for that 
matter. 

Steve Whitehall-Smith 

London 

Horror and 
disgust 

I re ad through your article ‘Science and 
social choices’ with horror and disgust 
(Weekly Woiker February 10). SoAnne 
Me Shane believe s abortions should be 
allowed to take place after 24 weeks? 

Evidently women have a “right to 
choose” to riskinfeitility, bleeding and in¬ 
fection (not to mention the emotional 
trauma)-risks that arenoteven mentioned 
in the article. And what aboutthe foetus, 
that thearticleitselfdoesnot deny canfeel 
pain by that stage? The que stion of the 
‘ non sent ience ’ of the life form i nvo lved is 
aredherring -justasvivisectionistsuse 
the same reasoning tojustifythe torture and 
killingofanimals. And to arguetbat foe¬ 
tuses that are handicapped should be 
aborted after 24 weeksistoargue with the 
same logic that Hitla - used in sendingthe 
‘unfit’ to the concentration camps and 
gassing them to death 

Lateabortionsare ahorrifiebusiness 
that many doctors bateto carry out, and, 
the more people are awareof it,the bet¬ 
ter. Ifabortion was illegal itwouldsimply 
be driven underground- itisasymptom 
ofasocialill-but itshould at least be time- 
limited to preserve thehealthofwomen 
andtosave thelifeofwbatisbyacertain 
st^e a human being - whether or not you 
like to admit it. Women have been emo¬ 
tionally traumatised and their physical 
health has been affected aversely by abor¬ 
tions - so your so-called ‘choice’ is no 
choice at all. 

Rather than argue forthe wholeofthe 
left toadopty our inhuman position (ifitdid 
I would sooner rejoin the church), how 
about talking about giving women real 
cbo ices, like financial help duringand af¬ 
ter pregnancy,maternity leave, and fora 
damn change ask men to take some re¬ 
sponsibility andstopabandoning their chil¬ 
dren,unborn or otherwise, and faceup to 
the re sponsibilities of fatherhood? But I 
knowthe track record ofyour organisa¬ 
tion is poor when it comes to women 
(MarkFisherbelieves that feminism- ie, 
the struggle forgenderequality -is incom¬ 
patible with socialism), so that wouldbe 


I-1 

i Join the Scottish 
i Socialist Party 

. Please send me details 

i Name_ 

1 Address_ 

! Town/city_ 

| Postcode_Phone 

I Email_ 

j Scottish SociaEst Party, 73 Robertson Street, Glasgow, G2 i 
j 8QD. Or phone 0141-221 7714 ■ 

J 



Letters, BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX 1 Tel: 020 8965 0659 1 weeklyworker@cpgb.org.uk 1 www.cpgb.org.uk 



















worker565 Februaiy24 2005 


3 


too much to ask. 

Also talk about giving young people 
information about contraception so that 
they will never have to even contemplate 
making such ahorrible choice in the first 
place. Most of the women I know who 
have had abortions havedone so because 
their partners did not want the children, 
and the experience has neverbeenpleas- 
antfor them: it’s been anastysurgicalpro- 
cedure they wish to forget as soon as they 
can get over it. Had their partners and 
fam ilies been supportive t hey wouId not 
have made such a choice. 

Wake up. The sexual politics of your 
paper area disgrace: they ask nothing of 
men, but put all the responsibility of 
parenting (and life itself) down to women. 
Liz Hoskings 
South London 

Carvy on, Ken 

Tbanksforawellthoughtoutarticleonthe 
‘Apologise or else, Ken’ hullabaloo 
(‘Scumbags andreactio nary bigots’, Feb¬ 
ruary 17). I am appalled and horrified at 
the amount of attention!} dng given by the 
bourgeois press and theirallieso ver some 
emotionaloutburst by Ken Livingstone to 
an Evening Scumbag reporter, who is 
usinghis Jewish origins to feign offenceand 
deep emotional pain at the remarks. 

The Weekly Worker is correct that the 
press is witch-hunting Ken. They aim to 
topple him not by fair means, such as the 
ballot box,but byusing the Pub lie Stand¬ 
ards Agency -yet another body which, 
whilst appearing to be neutral, will bend 
to the will oftbebourgeoisie,so that Ken, 
who for all his indepaidence, is aproduct 
ofthe working classstruggles in thiscoun- 
trycanbediscredited, andwith itthe cause 
ofthe proletariat. 

A verbal exchange between apolitidan 
and a worker for a hated newspaper, a 
journalist,is not a matter ofhugepublic 
interest It most catainly isnot amatter for 
investigation by formal authorities. That it 
has become one says more about the pri¬ 
orities ofthe bouigeoisie and their allies 
than about the behaviour of an elected 
officiaLThe whole affairis notabout Ken 
anda Jewishjoumalist,but about irrecon¬ 
cilable class interests, ofwhich one mani¬ 
festation is Kenv reactionary newspapeis. 

Kenisentitled to an out burst against 
scumbagj oumalists who peddle political 
filth. We have a right to be rude to the 
bourgeoisie- look what they do to us. But 
they rarely appearon the frontlinethem- 
sel ves - they send their paid representa¬ 
tives. And somepeople will do anything 
tojustify eaminga living. It isnotinthejob 
descriptionof the mayor tobe polite to 
journalists. Thereisnowaytbathisbehav- 
iour can be construed as anti-semitic or 
belittling holocaust victims. Mr Finegold 
must not be allowed to use his cultural 
background as a weapon against Ken 
Livingstone. 


I am delighted he did not apologi se. We 

- the socialists, anti-fascists, communists 
and real supporters of personal liberty - 
would havebeenveiyupsetindeedat the 
victory of the scumbag press and their 
accolades and apologists over us and 
those who fight with us. So, Ken, carry on 
campaigning and have your outbursts, as 
long as they don’t cause a flood! It’s a 
rem inder that proletarian consciousness 
amongst the British is very spirited and 
very bright. 

Lila Patel 
email 

Restore 

Stalingrad 

In his otherwise laudable article on anti¬ 
semitism, Hi 11 el Ticktin regards it as ap- 
propriate to castigate “Stalinism” 
(‘Expre ssions of decline’ Weekly Work¬ 
er February 3). Like some anti-commu- 
nistbourgeois historians he compares the 
holocaust to the Stalinist purges, which, 
without any modicum of evidence, he 
claims “numbered many nillionsmoretban 
those who died in the Nazi camps”. 

It is hard to see how this was the case. 
Inthe main, those purges were direct- 
edagainst those Soviet institutions and 
organisations deemed to he nests of 
counterrevolution,andusually at the top 
echelons, and also those whobadjoined 
the communist movement for opportun¬ 
ist reasons. 

Ticktin’s contribution getsworstwhen 
he copies the usual bourgeois conclusions, 
suggestingtbatStalin“may have intended 
to emulate Hitler at the time ofhis death 
bydeportingall Soviet Jews to Siberia,but 
diedbeforehecoulddo so”. Thereply to 
this isthat,manybourgeois historians have 
alway sstriven to paint Stalinin anti-seiritic 
colours, almost comp arable to Hi tl a - ,but 
mostly forgetting to informtbeirreaders 
that some of Stalin’s closest collaborators 

- people whom he had worked with for 
years - were Jews: like Kaganovich, for 
instance. 

It is truetbat in the build-up to thebig- 
gestand mostdangerous confrontationthe 
Soviet Union would fa cewith fascism, 
many rightists and pseudo-leftists were 
purged. However, this washardly the sc- 
pressionofa failed transition, as Ticktin 
suggests, butratheranattemptto under- 
mi ne coun terre vo lutio n 

Onthe question oftherelationship be¬ 
tween monopolycapitalism and fascism, 
using his holocaustarticle to attack Stalin, 
Ticktininforms us that “The Stalinists de¬ 
fined fasdsmasthe ruleofmonopoly capi¬ 
tal by force, implying therefore thatit is a 
natural stageof capitalism”. 

In reply to this, decay anddeclineis a 
natural stage of capitalism, as Lenin 
pointed out in his 1916 work,Imperial¬ 
ism, the highest stage of capitalism, so 
that Marxist-Leninists (Ticktin’s 


“Stalinists”) Wffe perfectly right to view 
fascismasan inevitable stage in capital¬ 
ism’s decline.Initsdedine, the capitalists 
attempt to suppress the proletarian revo- 
lutio nby fascis m, wh ich, b y t he way, n eed 
not necessarily take the ovatlyracist fcnn 
ofNazism. 

All this does not me an that the bour¬ 
geoisie love the fascists, as Ticktin goes 
out ofhis way topointout. The truth is, 
whenitcomesto saving capitalism, the 
bourgeoisie are placed in a situation 
where it may have no other option than 
utilising the services of a reactionary 
mass political movement - in other 
words, fascism. History shows that in 
times of genuine revolutions the army 
andpolice cannotbe reliedon, andusu- 
ally melt away. 

The most outrageous of Ticktin’s 
claims is one which we are all familiar 
with and amountstoblaming“Stalinism” 
“for preventing the working class revo¬ 
lution”. But why does Ticktin fail to 
mention the role of social democracy? 
To blame the communists for prevent- 
ingthe working classrevolutionrather 
than the social democracy is to carry 
absurdity andanti-Leninism to its ex¬ 
treme Any analysis ofthebetrayal ofthe 
working class must start with thepivotal 
role of thepro-imperialistsocial democ¬ 
racy. 

Rather than wasting too much pre¬ 
cious time remembering ina one-sided 
way those negative features inthe So¬ 
viet Union, itwouldperhapsbe more 
productive, in viewof the attempts of 
fascism to stage acomeback, to raise a 
memorial to anti-fascism. There is no 
more fitting symbol than Stalingrad - this 
great symbol ofanti-fascism was crimi¬ 
nally renamedbyKhrushchevite revi¬ 
sionists. The communist, anti-fascist, 
labour a nd progres sive m ovement eve¬ 
rywhere should campaign forthe resto¬ 
ration of Stalingrad as alasting symbol 
ofanti-fascism. 

IfTicktin wishes tojointhecommit- 
tee for the restoration of Stalingradasa 
symbolof anti-fascism he can write to: 
Stalingrad RestorationCammittee, c/o 
BM LEO, London WC1 3XX. This 
committee is open to all progressive, 
anti-fascist people who support its aims. 
Tony Clark 
London 

Parody 

I should he interested if any other ofyour 
readers have seen thi s rather odd but still 
amusing and enjoyable parody website: 
http •y/www.cpgb-ml.oig. 

Within, there are many comic gems to 
be found. For instance a writer notes 
that “Zimbabwe has redistributed land 
to the poor masses of landless peas¬ 
ants”; and further that “Trotskyites, re¬ 
visionists and social democrats hang on 
thecoat-tails of imperialism andrepeat 
the chauvinist lies about, and vilification 
of, Zanu-PF in general and comrade 
Mugabe in particular.” 

I am sure your readership will be 
amused! 

Florian von Weichsel 

email 



diary 

March 2006, Athens - Euro¬ 
pean Social Forum IV 

Saturday-S undayFebruary 26- 

27, Athens - ESF preparatory as¬ 
sembly. 

Friday Feb ruary 25 - meetings of 
various networks and working 
groups. 

Saturday March 19, Brussels-in¬ 
ternational demonstration against 
neoliberalismandwar. Simultaneous 
demonstrations in other countries. 
November - Campaign for aSocial 
Europe conference, Genoa. Details 
to be confirmed 


April 16 2005 
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prospects & 
challenges 


Communist Party of Turkey and 
Communist Party of Great Britain 


ACTION 

London Communist Forum 

Sunday Febiuary 27,5pm - ‘Reconstituting solidarity’,using Istvan Meszaros’s 
The power of ideology as a study guide. 

Diorama Arts Centre, 34 Osnabuigh Street, LondonNWl (nearest tubes: Re¬ 
gents P ark, Grea t Portland Street). 

Stopsweatshopabuse 

Ethical fashion show, Friday Feb ruary 25,2.30pm and 6.30pm, London College 
of Fas hi on, 20 John PrincesStreet,Oxford Circus, London All money raised do¬ 
nated to Haitian union Batay Ouvriye. 

Organised by London Institute Students’ Union and No Sweat - admin@- 
nosweat.org.uk 

Stop the BNP 

Conference, Saturday February 26,9,30am to 5.30pm, TUC C ongress House. 
Organised by Unite Against Fascism, PO Box 36871, LondonWClX9XT. 

NCADC 

NationalCoalition ofAnti-Depoitation Campaignsnational meeting, SaturdayFeb- 
ruary26,12noonto4.30pm,AllSoulsclub house, 141 Cleveland Street, Lon¬ 
don Wl. 

Stop deportations 

Conference - ‘ Coming of age - young refugees facing depo rtation ’ - Saturday F eb- 
ruary26,10.30am, GrimmondBuilding, University ofKent, Canterbury. Entry 
£5. 

Or gam ised By KentCampaign to DefendAsylum-Seekers, Kent CDAS, PO Box 
192,Whitstable,KentCT5 1WA; 0122 7 266858; kadams314@hotmail.com 

Labour and union rights 

Pub lie meeting, ‘Labour’s third term and trade union rights ’, Monday February 
28,7pm, HouseofCommons,Grand C ommittee Room. 

Called by Labour Representation Committee and United Campaign for the Re¬ 
peal ofthe Anti-Trade Uni or Laws. Hosted by John McDonnell MP. 

Critique2005 

Conference: ‘The future ofthe left’, Saturday March 5,10am to 5pm,Clement 
Building, London School of Economics, Aldwych,London WC2. Registration 
from 9.30am. 

10am-12 noon: ‘Theleftandhistory’. Speakers: Mike Macnair, SavasMatsas. 
lpm-3pm: ‘The political economy ofthe left’.Speaker:HillelTicktin 
3.15pm-5pm: ‘Lessons from theMiddle East and third world’. Speakers: To rab 
Saleth, Sami Ramadani. 

www.critiquejoumal.net; critique@eng.glaac.uk 

Lobby Labour 

March to Scottish Labour Party conference, Saturday March 5. Assemble 
Breadalbane Arms, Constitution Road, Dundee, 1 lam .March to City Square, 

11,30am. Speakers includeRosieKane,SSP MSP; JohnMcAllion 
Called by Scottish Coalition for Justice Not War. 

100 years of IWW 

Celebration day, Sunday March 6, lpm until late, Side Cinema, 5-9 Side, New¬ 
castle-upon-Tyne. Film, theatre, music and speakers to celebrate working class 
culture and struggle. Admission free, donatio ns appreciated 
Details - Dave Douglass: 013 0 2 841365. 

Qrganisedby International Workers ofthe Wtrld. 

Socialist Unity 

Conference, Saturday March 12,12noonto5pm, United Services Club, Gough 
Street, Birmingham. Organised by Socialist Alliance Democracy Hatform. 

Bring the troops home 

National demonstration, central London, Saturday March 19. 

Calledby Stop the War Coalition as part ofthe European Social Forum’s inter- 
nationalday of action. 

Troops out of Iraq 

March and rally, Saturday March 19, Glasgow. Assemble South Hanover 
Street (off George Square), 11.30am. March to rally in St Enoch Square at 
12.30pm. 

Calledby Scottish Coalition for JusticeNotWar and Justice forGordon Gentle 
Campaign: www.banthebomb.oig 

Another world 

Talkby Noam Chomsky: ‘The fateful triangle: the US,Israel and the Palestinians: 
another world is necessary, another world ispossible’. 12 noon (doors open 
11.30am), Tuesday March 22, McEwan Hall, Edinburgh University. 
Co-sponsoredby Edinburgh University Palestine Solidarity Society, People and 
Planet; Student Action fcrRefugees; Scottish Jews fora Just Peace. 

My name is Rachel Corrie 

New play directed byAlan Rickman Why did a woman leave her comfortable 
American life to stand between abulldozerand a Palestinian home? Royal Court 
theatre (Jerwood Theatre upstairs). Begins April 7; ends April 30 ;Monda)^Sat- 
urday, 7.45pm; Saturday matinees-April 16,23, 30,4pm. Tickets: £7.50-£15. 
http://www.royalcourttheatre.com/pioductions_future.asp 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionaiy Democratic Group,emailrdgroup@yahoo.com 

CPGB wills 

Remember the CPGB andkeep the struggle going. Put our Party’s name and 
address, togetherwith the amount you wishto leave,inyourwill.Ifyou need fur¬ 
ther help, do not hesitate to contact us. 
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IMMIGRATION 


Galloway joins in 

the numbers game 

The SWP voted down the CPGB’s principled call for the scrapping of all immigration controls at the October 
conference of Respect Now we can seethe result, writes Tina Becker. George Galloway is free to ape the 
populist calls of the Tories and Labour government for ‘controlled immigration’ 


T here is virtually no difference be¬ 
tween Labour and the Torieson the 
question of further restrictingthe right 
to asylum andimmigrationNotaday gpes 
by withoutone si declaiming,to the cheers 
of the tabloidpress,tobetougbertbanthe 
otheronwould-bemigrants. The election 
battle is in lull swing withimmigrationakey 
issue. And now Respect, it seems, has 
bought intotheir arguments. 

Incredibly, in an article in the Morning 
Star, Respect’s main figurehead,George 
Galloway, puts forward his own version 
of Charles Clarke’s proposals for ‘control¬ 
led migration’. 

Almost precisely ayear aft a - the More - 
cambe Bay tragedy, where 23 illegal 
workers drowned on February 5 2004, 
comrade Galloway eventakes on the lan- 
guageofthe Tories in calling ibra“points 
system” to determine which migrants are 
to be deemed ‘useful’to British society 
(and should there lb rebeallowed in) and 
which are not 

Instead of fighting for the right of every 
person to settle and work where they 
wish, Galloway thinks that “we should 
publish an economic-social-demographic 
plan for population growth based on a 
points system and our own needs” (Feb¬ 
ruary 12). Ourown needs? Whose needs 
exactly does comrade Galloway mean? 
The needs ofa classless Britain,presum¬ 
ably,unitedin its feartbatthe country could 
be ‘ swamped’ by tho se who have no job, 
no skills and no visas-ie, those millions 
of people pushed to the bottom of the 
heap by imperialistsuperexploitation. 

Galloway unerringly steps into the trap 
of the gutter pres s whenhe writes that “the 
scrappingo f immigratio neon trols ’ ’ wou Id 
equate to “urging all the most accom¬ 
plished and deter mined people to leave 
thepoorcountriesofthe woddandcome 
to therichest-this wouldmakethe poor 
countries even poorer and the rich coun¬ 
tries richer.” 

Quitethe opposite. In some ways itis 
the currentsituationthat results in the “most 
accomplished anddetermined”, togetha - 
with the rich, finding their way to these 
shores: work permits are already issued 
on the basisofaspecificjobvacaney (ie, 
to an individual deemed “accomplished” 
enough to fill it), while it is certainly oily 
the mo st “determined” who are prepared 
to place theirlivesin the handsofthepeo- 
ple-traffickers and run the immigratio n- 
po lice-g^ngmas ter gauntlet. 

In any case, who is talking about “urg¬ 
ing” people to leavetheirown countries? 
Tbatislike sayingtbatifyouadvocatetbe 
right to divorce, you are “urging” the 
break-up of every couple’s happy mar¬ 
riage. Forcing people to stay inthe nu¬ 
merous destitute and corruption-ridden 
countries ofthe undeveloped world is not 
on ly deeply anti -human - i t is also no t go¬ 
ing to work. Only a programme for de¬ 
mocracy and self-liberation(ofwhich the 
abo lit ion o fall immigration controls is an 
integral part) can create the conditions 
where people everywhere can actually 
takecontrol oftheirown life -be it in their 
home country orabroad. 

Most people do not actually want to 


leave friends and family to move to a 
country many hundied of miles away, but 
often see no other way out of their mis- 
eiy.Nather Michael Flo ward, Tony Blair 
norGeoigeGalloway shouldhave the right 
to tell peop le whae they should live, work 
and settle - especially whenpopuli stic elec¬ 
tioneering determinestheirpolitics. 

Colour-blind? 

Instead ofthe cunent“racisf ’ immigiation 
controls, Galloway wantsthem to be“col- 
our-blind” and therefore presumably 
‘ fairer’. So instead of allowing every per¬ 
son tobe made aswelcomeas“rich US 
citizens”, hewantsevm7>a/ytobe sub¬ 
jected toimmigiation controls -fairones, 
naturally. (Incidentally, I know quite a few 
“blonde, blue-eyed Australians” - who 
Galloway says are also letin on the nod - 
that have spent hours in airport security, 
trying desperately to prove that they can 
sustain themselves inBritain. Beingissued 
with workpermits for sixmonths, with 
deport at ionloomingafter that, is also not 
exact! yw hat Iwouldcalla welcomewith 
open arms). 

Islamophobiais ofcourse a real pbe - 
nomenon, particularly in the contextofthe 
government’s newly revisedproposalsfor 
anti-terror legislation. Many of those who 
might soon be heldindefinitety under house 
arrest witbouttrial anddeniedaccess to 
telephone and intemetwillundoubtedlybe 
froma muslim background - witha darka - 
shade of skin. 

But, in reality, much of the witeh-hunt- 
inginthe tabloidpresshasbeen directed 
against 1 white migrants’ fromeastem Eu¬ 
rope. Desp ite their countriesj oiningtheEU 
last year,people from the so-called‘A8 
countries ’ are subject to quite strict immi¬ 
gration rules: theyare required to register 
with the home office and are not allowed 
to claim benefits until they have worked 
continuously for one year. Ifthey want to 
change jobs, they risk losing their work 
permit - and face deportation. 

Quite clearly, immigration controls in 
2005 are not racist - they discriminate 
againstpeople of all colours andparticu- 
larly against the poor. Ifanytbing, they are 
‘classist’. Thosewithmoneyandconneo 
tionsbave no problemsettling in Britain, 
no matter what colour their skin is. Of 
course wedonotbelievetbatracismhas 
been ‘extinguished’. But such openly ex¬ 
pressed sentiment is increasingly con¬ 
signed to the margins, forBritain’solFicial 
ideo logy i s t oday undoub tedly n at ional ist, 
or national chauvinist, and thisBritish na¬ 
tion ali sm is ‘ multiracial’ and 1 multi-ethnic ’. 

Amnesty 

Somewhat in contradiction to comrade 
Galloway’s insistenceontherightof the 
state (in effect the right ofcapital) to vet 
incomers, he proposes an annesty brail 
“eKistingasylum-seekers” and“illegals”. It 
seems that only future migrants, not cur¬ 
rent or past ones, willbe a problem. Of 
course, thescrappingofbordercontrols 
would alsologicallyrequire an amnesty fcr 
those caught intheprevious system, but 
on its own an amnestymight well be highly 
problematic- as can be seen from the re- 



Galloway: setting Respect’s 
rightwmg agenda 


cent example of Spain. 

The S panish governm ent has j ust an- 
nouneed a plan to introduce a “partial 
amnesty” for “up to 300,000” ofits esti¬ 
mated one million illegal immigrants. But 
only those who in the next three months 
cancomeup with a sixmonths work con¬ 
tract and who are also registeredatthe 
town hall and social security o Ifice are eli¬ 
gible forSpanish residency. At the same 
time, the government is already preparing 
to deport a group of 277 new asylum- 
seekers found on a boat drifting off the 
Canary Islands last week George ’sam- 
nesty would also be “partial” - the door 
wouldbeslammed shut once more after 
it ended. 

British capital, too, has at various times 
been forced to ‘regularise’ thousands of 
illegal immigrants - once the unofficial 
economy becomes too large and un¬ 
wieldy, its disadvantages outweigh the 
usefulnessofhavingasupptyofworstpaid 
labour ready to exploit (for capital it is a 
highly desirable by-product of border 
controlsthatmillions ofillegalsare created 
- workers with no rights, used to further 
divide and undercut the indigenous 
workforce). 

Thelasttime this occurred was in 1974, 
when the Labour government declared a 
tightly defined amnesty. Thi sgave the gov¬ 
ernment access to millions of pounds of 
additional income from tax - and it also 
had the welcome side effect of trapping 
thousandsof less ‘useful ’ people who mis¬ 
takenly thought they fell within the defini¬ 
tion. Instead, they were deported after 
many yearsinBritain 

Such amnesties canof courseleadto 
much improved working and living con¬ 
ditions for many people already in the 
countiy. However, they cariy with them the 
in hi ilt i mplicatio n that there are tho se o n 
the wrong side oftheborder who must be 
kept out In effect, they are an attempt of 
capital to ‘rationalise’ part ofan increas¬ 
ingly irrational system. 

Imperialist border 
controls 

While capital is freeto move across bor¬ 
ders in the hunt for markets and sources 
of profit, the representatives ofcapital in- 
siston their god-given righttotightly con- 
trolthe pool of labour they have available 
to exploit; andto keep those same bor¬ 


ders sealed off to surplus labour of the 
‘wrong ’type - whether that means work¬ 
ers with inadequate skills,unsuitable work 
culture or too great an instinct for class 
solidarity. 

Bordercontrols go hand in hand with 
the development of imperialism. It wasnot 
until thebeginning ofthe 20th century that 
immigration controls were introduced in 
most European countries and the United 
States. Previously, whole peoples were 
expelled if considered undesirable, but 
there had been no organised attempt to 
p-event immigration Eingland, fbrexam- 
ple, expelled all Jews in the 13th century, 
butit was notuntilthe 1905AliensAct that 
measures were adopted to keep ‘unde¬ 
sirables ’ out in the first place. 

Capitalismis becomingmore andmore 
obsolete. Instead of massively cutting 
working hours and general ly introducing 
the latest labour-saving technology-that 
wouldbe humanlyrational -capital does 
no such thing. It wants to drive wages 
down and up the hours worked. To that 
end ever increasing numbers of poor 
workers - skilled andunskilled- willbe 
sucked into themetropo lit an countries. 

Far from siding with ‘our’state against 
the majority of our class, as comrade 
Galloway suggests, we must fnstand fore- 
mostfighttoorganise all workers. Cru¬ 
cially intotrade unions and revolutionary 
political parties which are asunited as 
obj ective circumstances permit and in¬ 
creasingly act as one. Only that way can 
competition bet ween workers be limited 
and the means forged to actually super¬ 
sede the system of global capital. 

Phil Kent is right to remind us that “in 
the 19th century, when Irish labour was 
undermining British working class living 
standards andbeing used to break strikes, 
forward-looking leaders notonly turned to 
organising all workers, irrespective of 
where they came from: they also sought 
to organise in Ireland” (Letters, February 
10 ). 

That is why itis essential for working 
class politicians todemand the leg 3 lisation 
ofall such workers, theabolition of the 
entire ‘illegal’ category. That means open 
borders -the right for all tolive, workand 
settleinany country inthe worldwithfull 
citizenship rights. \\fe say, immigration isa 
progressive phenomenon which breaks 
down national differences andnational 
prejudices. Itunites British workerswith 
the worldworking class. 

SWP’s carte blanche 

Unfortunately Respect hasno suchinter- 
nationalist and democratic programme. 
“Every c ountry must have control of its 
ownborders - no-one serious is advocat¬ 
ing the scrapping ofimmigration controls,” 
Gallo way writes. I wonder who he is re¬ 
ferring to? B ut I can as sure him that the 
CPGB is not the only ‘unserious ’ group 
around. Another is his main partner in 
Respect, the Socialist Workers Party 
(how “serious” they areisofcourse de- 
batable):“Weopposeall immigration con¬ 
trols,” it still says in ‘What the Socialist 
Workers Party stands for’, published 
every week in Socialist Worker. 


And on February 12 ,Socialist Woiker 
attacked the “pointssyst em” proposedby 
ToriesandNew Labour alike. In reference 
to the home secretary it wrote: “Clarke 
wantstomake sure that everyone allowed 
to live here is economically ‘useful ’ - as 
definedby big business. Through ‘man¬ 
aged migration ’ thego vernment bopesto 
minimise spending on education, 
healthcare and pensions lbr migrant work¬ 
ers.” 

Can we expect therefore the comrades 
to use their absolute majority in Respect 
to tellGeoige Gallo way to di sown his own 
veis iono f ‘managed migrat ion’ ’? Unlikely. 
BecauseJohnRees is wrongto write in 
the same issue of Socialist Wo/ker that “in 
Respect webelieve that immigrants have 
a right to c ome to this country”. In fac t, 
according to current Respect policy, im¬ 
migrants shouldhave the right neitherto 
come nor to stay. 

At the October 30-31 2004 Respect 
conference, the comrades used theirma- 
jority to vote down the CPGB motion for 
open borderswhich called exact ly for such 
a policy. In arguing her party’s position, 
the SWP’s Elaine Heffeman stated that 
suchaprineipledstaneewouldbe “astep 
backwards”. 

Instead, her comrades voted to adopt 
apositiontbat msely calls fcrthe “defence 
ofthe rights of refugees and asylum-seek¬ 
ers”. A wonderful carte blanche for Gal¬ 
loway, who has now very vividly shown 
how inadequate this position is and with 
what reactionary crap it can be filled. 

This cannot have come asasurpriseto 
SWP comrades: overthe issue of abor¬ 
tion, Galloway basalreadyprovedtobe 
a less then reliable ally By publicly stating 
in an interview with The Indqrendent on 
Sunday that he is against a woman’s right 
to choose, he showed that he cares little 
abouthis ‘comrades’ inthe SWPand their 
intemalpolitical problems (orfor interna¬ 
tional socialism, for that matter). 

Since their Respect adventure started, 
the SWP has lost hundredsofitsmembers. 
Disappointmentanddisillusionmentwithin 
the organisation is rife. More andmore 
members find it extremely painfulto de¬ 
fend the ditching of principle afterprinci¬ 
ple - especially when the often-promised 
electoral “breakthrough” has so far not 
materialised (and is notvery likely toma- 
terialise in the loominggeneral election). 

Quite clearly, with his latest musings, 
Galloway has put up two fingers to the 
SWP -again. 

He knows it is the S WP that is subor- 
dinatingits programme tohimself and the 
largelyphantom right wing around the 
Muslim Association ofBritain.Asopposed 
to Galloway, whobasnoprobleminstat- 
inghis often less than principledandcon¬ 
fused views, the SWP has increasingly 
kept its revolutionarypolitics under wraps. 

Thenational executiveofRespectmust 
openly dissociate itself from Galloway’s 
support for the Tory-Labour plans for 
state-con trolled immigration via “points 
systems”. Galloway’s call fcreapped, con¬ 
trolled migration isjust as populist as the 
witch-hunt conducted by the bourgeois 
parties and the gutterpress 1 
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Tawdry attractions 

Should Andrew Murray join the SWP? The idea is not as weird as it sounds, thinks Alan Rees 



T hat the Morning Star's Communist 
Party of Britain is in pro found cri sis 
is beyond dispute. Rumours that it 
hadgotitselfintoa financial hole appeared 
to be confirmed recently when the party 
HQ was shifted from north London to 
Croydon, apparently to save on rent. 

But, whatever the scale of its money 
worries, thepolitical crisis most clearly 
presents itself as fault lines dividing the 
organisation overwhat attitudeto adopt 
towards the left-of-Labour oppositionto 
B lair, in particular the Respect-SWP for¬ 
mation fronted by Geoige Galloway. 

On one side, we have the pro-Labour 
‘traditionalists’ associated with leading fig¬ 
ures such as John F os ter, the CPB’s top 
man inScotland, industrialor^niser Kevin 
HalpinandcbairAnita Halpin For these 
forces-as comrade Foster putitinahead- 
to-head polemic with the organisation’s 
general secretary (and leadingpro-Re- 
spectirmovator)RobertGriffiths-thedis- 
pute involved “principled diffsences”, not 
just thoseof tactics {Morning Star 3 am- 
ary 8 2004). 

The ‘innovator’ wing includes notonly 
RobGritfiths(whounderlines the depth of 
his commitment to the CPB by retaining 
his lecturingpostin Pontypridd),but also 
Morning Star editor John Haylett and 
Andrew Murray, the chair ofthe Stop the 
War Coalition. There have been bitter 
complaints that, despite CPB congress 
votes to reject collaboration with the 
SWP’s latest front organisation, these 
comrades have not submitted to ‘partydis- 
cipline’. Via the pages ofthe Star and else¬ 
where, they have continued to agitate fcr 
the C PB to embroil itself in Respect - a 
move that wouldspell the end forthis in¬ 
ert sect. 

Two recentdevelopments have drama- 
tisedthe extent to which thebureaucratic 
discipline ofthis smallgro up iscomingapait 
atthe seams. First, there was the bitter 
controversy in the Star over theoccupa- 
tionoflraq andtheroleofthelraqiCom- 
munistParty. Second, the behaviour of 
Andrew Murray in the STWC- arole in 
which he is viewedby many as little more 
tbata righttinc lined SWPer(“Nick Wrack 
without the charm”, onecomradewick- 
e dly observed to me). 

These tensions and divisions are evi¬ 
dently all re al. However, we must look 
beneath the surface signsofcrisistothe 
core reasons that have propelled this or- 
ganisation to the edge ofthe abyss. For the 
otherwise deathly dull CPB serves as a 
vivid general wamingto the left of the dan¬ 
gers of programmatic incoherence - a 
malady overwhich it can hardly claim a 
monopoly. 

On one level, it is hard to satiously be¬ 
lieve tbatthe Respect-SWP initiative could 
have sodisorientatedthisorganisation. 
After all, despitetheoverblown claims by 
leading me mbers, Respect represents a 
very marginalforce inBritishpolitics, with 
a slim chance of making any appreciable 
impact in the cominggeneralelection. Part 
ofthe mythworld of the CPB dictates that 
itmust to presentitselfas the ‘serious ’ left, 
with a ‘realistic’ programme (the British 
road to socialisin') to counterpose to the 
frivolous and ffightymini-adventurcsofthe 
‘ultra-left’. 

So how has an important sectionofthe 
core leadership of this stolid, ‘official 
communist’ Stalinite organisation now 
lurched so obviously into the orbit ofthe 
SWP? How could its 2004emergency 
congress vote by a margin of just 60%to 
40% to reject engagement with Respect, 
when this would have meant abandoning 
this sect’s programmatically enshrined 
commitment toLabouras theengineof 
socialist progress in Britain? 

The factthat minority trends within the 
C PB arebeing pulled to wardsRespect is 


beyond doubt. At the2004 special con¬ 
gress mentioned above, the majority did 
indeed take a ‘traditionalist’ stand against 
the prospect ofSWP osmosis proposed 
in practice by the innovators. It is worth¬ 
while recall ing the four interlinked facto is 
that ware decisive inawinningthis majority. 
1 Fear. Instinctively, CPBeis are aware 
of their pro foundideo logical weakness, 
even compared to the semi-educated 
phili stines of the rcst of the left. Bluntly, the 
average member wouldbeeasy meat fcr 
the cadreofothergroups -organisational 
survival demands adegreeofisolation. 

1 Fiefs. ThelackofCPB political coher¬ 
ence dictates that internal relations are 
highly personalised andparochial. The sect 
is a patchwork of petty fiefdoms, 
overlorded by the squabbling political 
nobles. (Thus, Wales - where Robert 
Griffiths rules-voted almost asabloc fcr 
the Respect turn. Scotland -led by John 
Foster - didtbe exact opposite). 

1 Safety fist. The Respect project was 
seenasbigh riskandunstable: indeeda 
number of the delegates attendingthe 2004 
special congress-including the veteran 
Monty Goldman-told ourpaper-sellers 
that the interventionofthe Weekly Worker 
had been an important influence in nega¬ 
tively shaping theirview of thecoalition. 
(Ofcourse, we told them they should get 
involved anyway). Conservative stalwarts 
suchasAnitaHalpinalso skilful lymanipu- 
lated the organic terror of such elements 
against boldmo ves,writ ingthata short- 
livedRespect wouldbeat best “adiver- 
sion”, alonger lasting versionpositively 


Quite how much 
longer such a 
deeply 

compromised 

political 

amalgam as the 
CPB can now 
hold together is 
moot and - in the 
larger scheme 
things ■ utterly 
irrelevant 


“dangerous” {MorningStco- January 12 
2004). 

1 Programmatic inertia. The CPB was 
actually founded in 1988 onthebasis ofa 
defence of the BRS against further en¬ 
croachments by the right wing of the 
CPGB as was, particularly the Eurocom¬ 
munists. Atthe very core of this document’s 
strategic vision for achieving socialismis 
loyalty to Labour, a tradition the pro¬ 
grammes of the CPGB undents oppor¬ 
tunist leaderships enshrined all the way 
back to 1943. 

We were clear that the politically flimsy 
nature of this platform dictatedtbat the 
‘paityunity’ achievedlast January would 
be ahigbly unstable, temporary equilib¬ 
rium between irreconcilable political 
trends. When Griffiths offeredhis resigna- 
t ion in the first execut ive after his humi liat- 
ingcongress defeat, thisleading committee 
expressed its “full confidence” in himand 
unanimously voted the manback into post 
Farcically, rathertban thecementingof 
party unity, this wasactually anexpression 
of the fact that there was no figure from 


the party majority - certainly not the one 
serious candidate, JobnFoster -who was 
actually p-eparedto do the job. It seems 
that a lukewarm attitude to the CPB is not 
the esclusivepreserveoftheinnovators. 

Thenature of the loom ingtrouble was 
revealed in the oontemptuousmannerthat 
pro-Respect editor Haylett treated the 
2004 congress in the pages ofthe Morn¬ 
ing Star -it rated only the most perfunc¬ 
tory ofmentions ina reportofthe CPB’s 
executivecommittee meeting. And as we 
ponderedatthe time, “looming overthis 
insultingly short item was a generously 
large photo ofGeorgeGalloway ... Co- 
incideacdl” {Weekly Worker January 22 
2004). Clearly, itwasnothingofthesort, 
given what we have seen since, bothin the 
pages of the Star and in the political be¬ 
haviour o f parti cu lar i nno vato is. 

There has been thepolitically damag¬ 
ing split in the ranks over the 
co llab oratio nis t id le o f th e Iraqi Commu¬ 
nist Party as - despite the votes of CPB 
congresses, even in the face of angry pro¬ 
tests from the Iraqi Communist Party it¬ 
self - the Morning Star has essentially 
peddled a variant of the SWP/Respect 
lineof‘troops out now’. 

For instance, in the lead-up to the Iraq 
elections, a front page of the Morning 
Star penned by Louise Nousratpour 
uncritically reproduced adenundationof 
the poll as a“cruel farce”by Labour left 
MPAlice Mahon Husseinal-Alakofthe 
Iraq Solidarity Campaign - who called fcr 
a boycott of the elections - was also fa¬ 
vourably quoted.He said that “ifthe US 
i s funding the elect ions and the Iraq op- 
position groups, people shouldask:what 
will theUS want diangingin thelraqicon- 
stitutionafterthe elections?” {Morning 
Star January 22 2005). 

Andjust in case noone had gotthe mes¬ 
sage, this lead article that day ended with 
a quote from “Respect MPGeoige Gal¬ 
loway”, who stated unequivocally that 
“the elections are rigged” and thus “will 
only make matters worse”. Of cornse, the 
ICP - the CPB’s fraternal party - enthusi¬ 
astically to ok part and gave 1 egit imacy to 
this “cruelfarce”ofanelection that would 
“onlymakematters woise”. 

For many in the CPB - trained in the 
scboolofdiplomatic internationalism that 
stipulates no criticism ofthe do mesticpoli- 
tics of any fraternal organisation (in the 
name ofthe spuriousprinciple of “non-in¬ 
terference in the internal affairs” of other 
communist parties)- this must read like 
treachery. There had already been an 
angryexchange inthepaperlastyearwith 
correspondents such as John Cox de¬ 
nouncing “armchairultia-left pundits in 
Britain”who hadusedthepagesofthe&a' 
to critic ise the ICP’s participation in the 
interim government and its attitude to 
armedresistancetothe occupation ofthe 
country {Morning Star December 24 
2004). Indeed, the ICP waded in with an 
interview in the paper. Its spokesperson 
expressed his “[annoyance] with criticism 
ofhis party’sstiategyfrom withinBritain” 
{Morning Star December 11 2004). 

The latest expression ofdivision came 
at the recent STWC conference. As 
STWC executive member and Green 
party rep Paul Ingram reported in last 
week’s paper, the draft motion on the 
forthcominggeneral dectionoriginally pro¬ 
posed by thecoalition’sofficers- includ¬ 
ing comrade Murray - would have 
committed the coalitiontourgepeopleto 
vote exclusively forcandidates who did 
not support the war, whodid not back the 
occupation. Clearly, this lunscountertothe 
stated position ofMurray’s organisation 
(or rather, his current organisation), the 
CPB. 

The leadership of the CPB recently re¬ 
affirmed its call fora Labour vote in the 


Robert Griffiths: part-time 

vast majority of constituencies, with the 
small caveat that the organisationwould 
not “callfor support for those members of 
the war c abinet m os t clo s ely as so ci ated 
withthe brutal, unprovoked attack on the 
sovereignpeopleoflraq”-namely,“prime 
minister Tony Blair, deputy prime minister 
John Prescott, chan oellorGordon Bid wn, 
foreign secretary Jack Straw, defence 
secretary Geoff Ho on, former ho me sec- 
retaryDavid Blunkettandcabinet pro-war 
spokesman John Reid” {Morning Star- 
January 17). In other words, the CPB 
wouldbe calling for ^unconditional vote 
(ie, without consideration forthe candi¬ 
date’s attitude to the war) fortbe restof 
the “war cabinet” - and every other La¬ 
bour candidate (apartfromthehandfulof 
constituencies where it willbe standingit- 
self). 

Clearly, comrade Murray and his co- 
thinka"s are beginning to find the restric¬ 
tions of such ‘party lines’ increasingly 
irksome. The comrade spoke in favour of 
the STWC officers lineattheFebruary 12 
executive ofthe coalition before theannual 
meeting, butwas pressurisedtocbange his 
mind subsequently and spoke strongly 
against the po sition - thathadj ust recently 
been his own -of advocating support to 
candidates conditional ontheir attitudeto 
the warandtheoccupation. 

Of course, in thishe was insolidarity with 
his Socialist Workers Party co-thinkers - 
who hadalso been leant on by sectionsof 
the pro-Labourtrade union bureaucracy 
affiliated to the STWCto soften its posi- 
tionon the forthcoming general election. 
Indeed, why thiscomrade feels his career 
lies outside the SWP at all is amatterof 
some bemusement to many ofhis fellow 
members ofthe CPB. 

Would such a shift be impossible?Not 
at all,evenfor such anunrepaitant(tbough 
undeistandabtyunfcrthcoming)Stalinite as 
Murray. We have already witnessed the 
rather odd spectacle ofNick Wright - 
anothermanwitha history of viewing the 
murderous regimeofStalinas thepima- 
cle of socialist achievement - author an 
article ina 2003 issue of Communist Re¬ 
view (the very occasional CPB journal) 
tbattoldusthatitwas time to moveon 
fromtheTrotsky-Stalindivisiononthe lefi. 


The collapse oftheUSSR had rendered 
this schism effectively ob solete. (Note - he 
did not repudiate the side he had sup¬ 
ported historically). Inshort, howcouldthe 
‘Trots’be “counterrevolutionary” these 
days when there was no USSR to ferment 
counterrevo lutionagcswst anymore? And, 
g iven the pos iti ve role played by t he SWP 
in the STWC (an assessment that should 
make any self-respecting SWPer cringe, 
given itssource), itwas time toputold 
divisions behindus, he generously sug¬ 
gested 

In an odd veiy historically specific 
manner, it ispossible to see in the likes of 
Murray and Wrightthe playingoutofthe 
political logicofone strand withintheold 
pro-Soviet centrists who once politically 
dominated the ‘official’ CPGB. Whatat- 
tracted many of these comrades was 
never political principle orthe genuine 
communist conviction tbatthe liberationof 
the working class was the task of the 
working class itself. 

No, these comrades worshiped/wwei'. 
That power could take the fonn of the 
Soviet army, the trade union bureaucracy 
or tile Labour Party. Only the 
substitutionist method remained a constant 
and was codifiedinevery single editionof 
the opportunist British road to socialism 
programme from its veiy fust in 1951. In 
today’s post-USSR world, with a domes¬ 
tic political scene dominated by a qualita¬ 
tively weakened trade union movement 
and a deLabourised Labour party, some 
ofthese elements display a near farcical 
disorientation. The SWPand its tawdry 
political schemes such asRespect, appear 
to have disp laced the USSR in the vacuum 
atthe coreofthesecomrades’ world-view 
where the revolutionary working class 
sbouldbe. 

Quitehowmuch longer such a deeply 
compromisedpolitical amalgam as the 
CP B can no w hold together is moot and 
-in the laiger scheme of things-utterly ir¬ 
relevant. The only positivecontributionit 
can nowmake to the workers’ movement 
istoreveal-througha study ofthe pathol¬ 
ogy of i ts cri sis and death - how the drawn 
out programmatic crisis of the revolution¬ 
ary movement in the 20th century should 
bepositively addressed 1 
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CPGB SCHOOL 


Communists and 


A s expected, discussion on Re¬ 
spect andho wcommunists should 
relate to it was the main thane of 
the CPGB school on ‘ Gommuni sts andal- 
liances ’ held in London over the wedtend 
of February 19-20. Thiee openings which 
grappled with the attitude of Marx, Lenin 
and Trotsky to communist work in alli¬ 
ances helped illuminate the Respect de¬ 
bate. 

MarkFischerspokeon ‘Marxandal- 
liances’ - particularly the workof Marx 
and Engels immediately before and after 
184 8. At that t ime in Germany the work¬ 
ing dass was small and undeveloped and 
it had been uncertain whether the bour¬ 
geo isiecould play anyprogressive role in 
the democratic revolution Thatmatterwas 
soon decided: the German bourgeoisie 
were cowardly, pathetic and wanted a 
compromise with the king ofPrussia. 

Yet even today, the more stupid ele¬ 
ments ofthe leftstill aigue in terms of the 


‘tasks of bourgeois democracy’: they 
spread the lie that democracy comes au¬ 
tomatically with the development of capi¬ 
talism andthe means of production. Marx 
and Engels, on the contrary, argued that 
workers must play the leading role in the 
battle fcrdemociacy,whichmeantacting 
in alliance withotberclasses and their par¬ 
ties. Specifically the peasants and theur- 
ban petty bourgeo is ie. The Marx-Engels 
team criticised those such as Gottscbalk 
who tried to confine the working class to 
economic struggles to ensure it remained 
uncont ami nated by thedemocratic move¬ 
ment 

Marx and Engels emphasised the need 
to fight fbrtbe space for theproletariat to 
develop both organisationally and politi¬ 
cally. In theirnewspaperarticlestbey ex¬ 
plained the difference between the 
bourgeoisie and the democratic move¬ 
ment, and also between the various 
classes within the democratic alliance. 
They saw the ir role as c ohering a work- 
ingclassandcommunistpolewithin the 
broad movement, anddevelopingorgani- 
sational links with the peasantry and the 


urban petty bourgeois ie. Comrade Fischer 
describedtbe lessonsMarxandEngels 
diew from the failure ofthe 1848 revolu¬ 
tion First, the bourgeo isiehadtobere- 
garded as an enemy. Secondly, while 
cementingallianceswithotherparties, the 
proletariatmustatall timesmaintain its po¬ 
litical independence - possible only 
throughprogrammaticclarity. 

InthedebatecomradeAnneMc Shane 
argued that, althoughitisbroadly true that 
democracy comes from below, the real 
situation is more nuanced. The recentfree- 
domof informationandhumanrights acts 
did not result from an upsurge from be¬ 
low. The bourgeoisie knows that it is 
strengthened and itsruleisstabilisedby 
being superficially democratic. John 
Bridgereplied that such legislation does 
not represent democracy. Capitalism has 
an intaest in the rule o flaw and ovacom- 
ingarbitrariness,becauseunlike inotha 
state forms theruling class in capitalism, 


the capitalistclass, is separate from the 
bodies of armed men which form the es- 
senceofthe state. Sectionsofthe left ped¬ 
dle the fraud that the advance of 
democracy inthe 19th and 20 th centuries 
was an inevitable part of the development 
of capitalism. 

Wrs itany woods - then, that the work¬ 
ing class rejects socialism, especially when 
thebureaucratic socialist sects dissociate 
our project from democracy and deny it 
in their internal practice? 

Comrade TinaBecker pointed out that 
unlike in Marx’s day the working class is 
now the majority of the population, so 
making revolution shouldbe much easier. 
However, there is the small matter of the 
subjective factor, which makes item dal for 
communists to fight fbrpoliticalclarity.Part 
ofthatfightentailsengagingin alliances in 
aprineipledway. CameronRichardssaid 
in such different political conditions he is 
notconvinced that the experience ofMarx 
and Engels, orLenin, or even Trotsky with 
hisunited lfontversus popular front prism, 
provide an adequate blueprint for how to 
deal with Respect. 


As in previous schools, comrades 
Bridge andMike Macnair disagreedabout 
the peasantry. Comrade Macnair argued 
thattheintaests ofthe peasants and petty 
proprietors are in antagonistic contradic¬ 
tion to thoseoftheworkingclass.The in¬ 
terests of the peasants are not ejqoressed 
by democracy,but by aNapoleon orSta- 
linorMao figurebringing ‘justice’.Com¬ 
rade Bridge replied that although, as 
comrade Macnair said, Marx and Engels 
didnot solvethe problem ofthe peasantry, 
they did lay the theoretical groundwork 
While the class interests of the proletariat 
and the peasantry were indeed different, 
they were not antagonistic. In 1848 the 
prol et arian programme o f the Go mmuni st 
League was to make the peasantry part 
of the solution, and that meantthe work¬ 
ing class had to spread its revolution in¬ 
ternationally. 

The question of proletarian alliances 
with the peasantclass was discussed fur- 


therby comrade Bridge in his talk intro¬ 
ducing the second session, on alliances in 
‘ The Laiinist tradition’. InRussia the com¬ 
munists faced the same problem as did 
Marx and Engels in 1848 - of a small 
working class and a predominantly peas¬ 
ant economy. Lenin knew that without an 
alliance withthe peasantry the revolution 
could succeed only in the cities, 
counterrevolution would thencrush them 
in themanner of the Paris Commune of 
1871 - many tensof thousands would be 
killed. 

ComradeBridgeexplainedthe differ¬ 
ent formulations of the nature of thealli- 
ance presented by Leninand Trotsky, who 
werebothagreedonitsnecessity. Com¬ 
rade Bridgewentonto gjvean account 
of the Bolsheviks’ promotionofalliances 
that their participation in the tsar’s duma 
gave them the chance to build - not only 
with the Mensheviks and peasant-based 
Socialist Revolutionaries, but with the 
bourgeois liberalCadets. 

After the revolution the Bolsheviks 
faced two main tasks: defeating 
counterrevolution at home and spreading 


there vo lutionto Europe.Inboth ofthe se 
they had to locate enemies and allies. 
Comrade Bridge spokeabouttherole of 
Lenin in the formation of the CPGB in 
1920, using his authority to persuade the 
different Marxist groups to unite,andalso 
to work in the LabourParty. In Britain, as 
in all circumstances, Lenin urged comrades 
to adopt whatever tactics are necessaryto 
advance thecauseoftheworkingclass. 
Bolshevismhasmany lessonsforus,and 
oneofthe most important is the recogni¬ 
tion that a given tactic, a given alliance, 
might be valid at one time,but unprinci¬ 
pled at another. 

In working out its tactics towards the 
rainbow of petty proprietor parties, ar¬ 
gued comrade Macnair,theworking class 
needs to be aware ofthe tens ion between 
itsneedfor independent organisationand 
independent political expression, on the 
oneband, and its need fora strategiebloe, 
on the other.Tactics havetobe infinitely 


flexible, and might even indude working 
ins ide bouig eo is partie s in the righ t circum¬ 
stances. 

Comrade Me Shane saidatthe timeof 
th e Rus sian Re voluti on soc i et y was mov- 
ing to the leftand communists were more 
likely to be able to influence their al fiance 
partners. By contrast, inthe currentpoiod 
of reaction and po fit ical calm communis ts 
in such alliances are liable to be pulled to 
the right. Comrade Fischer agreed but 
pointed out that the Bolsheviks did not 
exist in a situation characterised by ad¬ 
vance all the time Comrade Peter Manson 
thought that, the weaka we are, the more 
we needto enter into alliances, despite this 
dangaofmovementtothe right. Comrade 
Bridge pointed out that, the stronger we 
are, the morechanee we baveofmaking 
alliances. 

Severalcomrades madethe pointin dif¬ 
ferent ways that if com muni sts donot en¬ 
ter into alliances they cannot effectively 
engage with society, cannot influence 
events, and wbattbey saybecomesmean- 
inglessandfossifised Communists should 
fight for their programme to become 


hegemonic: itis notinevitable that they will 
be pulled to the right. C omrade Bridge 
repeated that aparty that doesnot engage 
with others in alliances is not engaging in 
real politic shut in a formofreligion. In 
comrade Lee Rock’s words, they are re¬ 
duced to “Spart-like behaviour”, standing 
on the sidelines handing out leaflets and 
explaining why they are not supporting 
whatever movement is taking p lace. 

Comrade Macnair began his opening 
on ‘Trotsky and popular fronts’ by de¬ 
scribing how orthodox Trotskyists often 
find themselves in precisely the situation 
described by comrade Rock, partly be¬ 
cause th^ refused to have anything to do 
withpopular fronts. He gave a com pre¬ 
hens ivehistoryofthe popular frontsofthe 
1930 s, thereasons for and consequences 
of their formation. He also described the 
theoretical elaboration of the popular front 
idea by po st-war academic Marxi sm, and 
Trotsky’s criticisms ofthe strategy. 


Even though Trotsky was obviously 
wrong about capitalismbeing in its final 
death agony in 193 9andcontainingan un¬ 
derlying dynamic towards fascism, it is still 
true, as Trotsky argued,thatthe instability 
of mass political consciousness means 
that it is impossible to stop a revolution 
halfway ata stage of stable reforms: the 
revolution has to be completed or be 
crushed Numerous examplesofthis inthe 
20th century demonstrate that the popu¬ 
lar front policy does not work, the com¬ 
rade pointed out, since its aim is to 
advance the working class only up to a 
givenpoint. 

Comrade Macnair described how even 
in Britain, where the Communist Party 
wasvoy weak, itstilltriedto fcnnalfiances 
with bourgeo is forces, but succeeded only 
in attracting theshadowofthe bourgeoi¬ 
sie: actors, vicarsandpeaceniks. Com¬ 
rade Macnair concluded his introduction 
by pointing out that unlike many of his 
modern followers,Trotskyhimselfdidnot 
advocate keeping a “spotless banner” 
completely alooffrompopularfronts. Far 
fromit.Headvised revolutionaries to join 
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alliances 


the sociali st parties (evenas th^ were en¬ 
gaging in the popular frontgovemments of 
F ranee and Spain) in order to attempt to 
draw aclass line andbreakthe workers 
ffombouigeois forces. 

Comrade Manson maintained that the 
parallels between the popular fronts ofthe 
1930s and Respect are not exact. The 
‘officialcommunist’ partieswere motivated 
by the diplomatic interests of the Soviet 
state,and to demonstrate to the socialists 
that they could now be trusted not to go 
too firtheytried to pull in token bourgeois 
elements as a fcrm of guarantee. But the 
SWP is motivated only bythe need to re¬ 
cruit to the SWP and there is no social 
democratic party in Respect which it 
needs to reassure. 

Comrade Richards pointed to an “el¬ 
ement ofconfusion” in theranksofthe 
CPGB, about whether an alliance needs 
to containadefmitively bourgeois com¬ 
ponent to be classified as a popular 
front. Thisconfiisioniscommononthe 
left Many make the mistake of looking 
at the class character ofthe forces in¬ 
volved, rathertban the politics. As com¬ 
rade Jack Conrad wrote in 2003, he 
said the e ssence of the popular front is 
thata revolutionary organisation aban¬ 
dons its programme in the face of forces 
to its right. 

Theunderlyingtheme of the wedeend 
wastackledhead-on in the finalsessionof 
the school-on Respect and our approach 
to it - which was informed by the histori- 
callessonsbroughtoutinthefirst three 
sessions. 

Comrade Bridge recounted the histoiy 
ofthe Socialist Alliance, ourhopes that it 
would lead to aunited Communist Patty, 
and that the SWP leadership had already 
destroyed it before they saw two million 
people on the February 15 2003 demon¬ 
stration and decided to forma larger alli¬ 
ance which they hoped would draw in 
these millions. As the school had made 
clear, communists fovouraUianees,butin- 
sist on the maintenance ofworking class 
political independence. 

Respect is not just an episodic alliance: 
itisanofficially registered party, witha 
non-socialist programme determinedby its 
largely phantom right wing. The SWP 
describes Respect as an alliancebetween 
secular socialistsandmuslimactivists,and 
formulates its policyacoording to this defi¬ 
nition Inpractice this often means an alli¬ 
ance be tween the SWPandtheMuslim 
Association of Britain,the British section 
ofthe MuslimBrotherhood,even though 
MAB participates mo re in the spirittban 
infarce. Comrade Bridge spent some time 
discussing the history andpolitics of the 
Muslim Brotherhood, and argued that, 
a lthough the MAB has moved far away 
from the fascistic politicsthatitsparent or¬ 
ganisation espoused in the 1930s, it is not, 
as SWP leader John Rees tries to imply, 
an organisation of theworkingclass: while 
it is true that many of its members are 
working class, thepoliticsofthegroupare 
not, comrade Bridge said The SWPis a 
centrist organisation which is constantly 
being pulled further to the right by this 


largely phantom right wing 

Flowever, the CPGB and Weekly 
Worker act as another phantom in Re¬ 
spect - phantom because the SWP tries 
tosilence debate, gerrymanders delegates 
and excludes our members. Despite that 
we were able to support or put forward 
motions toRespect’sOctober30-31 con¬ 
ferences which compelled the SWP to 
show its true coloursby voting against its 
fonner ‘principles’. 

Comrade TobyAbse did not think the 
MAB “conversionto democracy” was 
genuine: hedescribeditasaclerico-fas- 
c ist organisationputting on a moderate 
face to facilitate itsworkinBritain. He said 
the SWPhas theorised itsapproach to the 
MAB by comparing it with the CPGB’s 
work among the Jewishcomrrunityinthe 
1930 s. But it is a fal se analogy. The CPGB 
worke d with secular and working class 
Jews: it did not go to theself-appointed 
community leado'sinthesynagpgues.The 
SWP is moving away from orthodox 
Trotskyism, he said. 

He disagreed with those whoclaimRe- 
spect is effectively a continuation of the 
Socialist Alliance. Inthe SA allthe groips 
were so cialis t, i t was an all iance o f social¬ 
ist groups,part of theworkingclass. Re¬ 
spect is not part of the workers’ 
movement,andenteringabloclike Re¬ 
spect, as the CPGB has done, is a step to 
the right. He urged cooperation with ex¬ 
isting socialist forces, however weak, and 
said we need anorganisationwhich ad¬ 
dresses itselfto thewbole working class 
rathertban ineffectively to only a section 
of it. 

Thare was some discuss ion on the reso- 
lutionpassed at the CPGBaggregrtte in 
December, that the CPGB will call for a 
vote only for working classcandidates in 
the 2005 general election, and specifically 
not otha - Respect candidatessuchas those 
ofMAB. Mostcomrades agreed withthis 
position Comrade Me Shane among oth¬ 
ers said Yvonne Ridley peddlesprofoundly 
reactionary politics and theCPGB should 
neverhave called for avoteforher. 

ComradeMacnairsaidtbe differentia- 
tionbetween working class candidates, 
who we will support, and non-working 
class Respect candidates such as Ridley, 
who we will not support, is an effective 


way of dramatising the need for working 
class independence in a popular front such 
as Respect. This goal of dramatising the 
need for working class independence was 
the rcasonwhyhe had previously aigued 
for the CPGB to refuse to back Ridley 
and MAB candidates inthe 2004 Euro¬ 
pean elections, he said 

Inreplyto thosecomrades who argue 
that such differentiation between candi¬ 
dates was impossible with alist system 
such as was used in the Europeanelec- 
tions, comrade Macnairarguedthat there 
was no possibility ofany Respect candi- 
dateexceptthe first onalistbeingelected 
and we shouldhave drawn up our policy 
in relation to that candidate. 

Comrade Me Shane supported the 
aggregateresolution, but said we need to 
go further, and challenge candidates to 
state theirposition on secularismandother 
principles before offering them oursup- 
port.ComradeBridgedisagreed, saying 
that the correct tactic now is to support 
working class candidates, not to put con¬ 
ditions on our support. The aim must be 
to drive a wedge between them and the 
non-working class forces. Comrade Lee 
Rock was dubious about the aggregate 
resolution: as al 1 Respect candidates will 
be standing on the same platform, it is 
impossible todiffercntiate between them. 
Inreplyto this,comradeMansonpointed 
out thattbe Respect programme has been 
formulated in such a way that it can be 
interprcteddifferently by different candi¬ 
dates. 

Comrade Richards said we shouldbe 
willingto woik with MAB on specific is¬ 
sues, but to have acommon political pro¬ 
gramme withthem isgoing too fer. He said 
there isstillsome confusion in the CPGB 
aboutRespect,andanumber of different 
approaches, and we should continue to 
debatethe question 

Comrade Bridge summarised the two 
dangers we must avoid:tbe sectarianuse¬ 
lessness ofthe‘party ofthe pure’,on the 
one band;andcompromisingourprinei- 
plesinordartoforge all ianceson the other. 
H e emp hasi sed th at, fo r Marxi sts, n o tac¬ 
tics are impermissibleiftheyservethein¬ 
terests of the woikingclass and the world 
revolution 1 

Mary Godwin 
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In 1981 the Leninists of the 'official CPGB 
announced theiropen,disciplined and principled 
struggle to reforge the Communist Frirty. 

Thisdraft programme represents a milestone in this 
defining task. 

Now republished in pamphlet form. £1.50 or *2.00 
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Respect - Tbe Unity Coalition 
Room 207, Coborn House 
3 Cobom Road, Bow 
London E3 2DA 

Include a cheque for a minimum of £10, 
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n Which road? 

The programmesof‘olficialcommunism’ were designed to serve those inthe work¬ 
ers’ movementwho hadno interest in revolution, those who preferred compro¬ 
mise with capitalism rathertban its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist pro gramme of Peter Taaffe’s group 
and lays the groundwork necessary for drafting arevolutionary programme. 

£6.95/ • 11 


n From October to August 

Articles by Jack Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the USSR from Stalin’s 
monocraticdictatorship to the twists and turns ofGorbachev’s perestroika and 
Yeltsin’s counter-coup. Throughout there is a stress on the necessity of democ¬ 
racy. 

£6.95/ *11 


n In the enemy camp 

Examines the theoty and practice of communist electoral work Particularatten- 
tionispaid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boyoottismandtheir strategy forrevolution. 
Vital for principled activists. 

£4.95/* 7.50 

n Problems of commimist organisation 

What is the correct balance between democracy and centralism ? Jack Conrad 
explores this thorny issue and shows that unity in action is only sustainable when 
minorities have the right to organise and become the majority. 

£4,95/* 7.50 


n A plan for miners 

TheCommunistParty’s ‘anti-submission’to the Tory government's 1992coalre- 
view. The case is made for working class self-activity andsocialism. Arthur Scargill 
femously disownedit. 

£1.00/ >1.50 


n Remaking Europe 

Jack Conrad argues that the working class can and must establish a fully articu¬ 
lated programme with a view to winning our own, social, Europe. A Europe 
stamped by the working class, which is ready foritsdomination and rap id eman¬ 
cipatory ex tens ion. 

£5.00/* 7.50 

Buy all 6 books for £20/»30 and save £9.80/*16 
Delivery free within the United Kingdom 
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IRELAND 


Sinn Fein rides the storm 



T he last month has seen thebui Id-up 
of an increasingly strident joint 
propagandaoffensive conducted by 
the British andlrish governments against 
SinnFein. 

It seems thatLondon and Dublin have 
decided that no w is the time to attempt a 
rebalancing ofpolitical forces inlreland- 
both north and south of the border. The 
laigest ever bank robbery on the island - 
that of the Northern Bank inBelfaston 
December 20 2004 - has provided the 
opportunity. 

As many, including the Weekly Worker, 
predicted, the Good Friday agreement, 
withits institutionalisation of sectarianism, 
had the effect ofreinforcingthe catbolic- 
Iri sh/British-Irish divide and strengthening 
themost intransigent in both camps. Thus, 
while Ian Paisley’s Democratic Unionist 
Party has replaced the Ulster Unionist 
Party as the bi ggest re cip ient of Brit is fa¬ 
irish votes, Sinn Fein basbecome the larg¬ 
est catholic-Irish party in the north - a 
status which looks set to be confirmed at 
the forthcoming Westminster generalelec- 
tion and the Six Counties local elections, 
also tobe heldon May 5. In the south, 
where SF support in opinionpo llsisrun- 
ningatover 10%, it is possible that the 
party will hold the balanceofpowerafto' 
the next M sh general election 

Fromthepoint of viewofBritish impe¬ 
rialism, the promoting of Sinn Fein as a 
const itutianal party wasusefil inasmuchas 
it might lead to the ending of all active re¬ 
sistance to the occupation and theconse- 
quent re-estdblishment of foil imperialist 
co ntro 1 in repub li can wo rki ng cl ass cen¬ 
tres ofthe Six Counties. But the disband¬ 
ment ofthe Irish Republican Army and the 
complete removal of the features of an 
alternative state have not been achieved in 
the republican/national ist areas o f Belfast 
and Derry. The IRA is still regardedby 
many i nrepublicanenclavesas a legit imate 
force for protection and maintainingorda - 
-inpreference totheofficial law enforce¬ 
ment body, even in its new, ‘non-sectar¬ 
ian’ formas the Pol ice Service ofNorthem 
Ireland. 

It is against this backdrop that the anti - 
SF campaign has been undertaken. Not 
only has the IRA been, virtually unani¬ 
mously, declared responsible for the 
£26.5 million robbery. Sinn Fein leaders 
MartinMcGuinness andGerry Adams 
have been named by Irish j ust ice min ist o' 
Michael McDowell as current IRA lead¬ 
ers, who are members ofits army coun¬ 
ci L At first it was alleged merely that the 
pair‘musthave known’ therobbery was 
being planned, butnow, it seems, they ac¬ 
tually sanctioned the bank mid 
Accordi ng to McDowell, there isa sin¬ 
gle; unitedProvisionalmovement:“Theie 
is no division among them. It’s total and 
absolute control and it controls bothtbeir 
military and theirpolitical sides.” He was 
backed up b y Irish t ao iseach Berti e Ahem 
and the so-called Inde pendent Monitor¬ 
ing Commission, appointed by the two 
governments, whichalso ‘confirmed’ IRA 
guilt Although, of course, armed robber¬ 
ies have mo st certainly been undertaken 
by the IRA in the past, anditis not impos¬ 
sible that the organisation, oran element 
within it, might have been behind the 
Northern Bank heist, thenotiontbattbe 
likesofMcGuinnessand Adams, the Snn 
Fein president, were in on it is stretching 
credulity just too far. 

SFchiefnegptiator McGuinness said; 
“The people who robbed the Northern 
Bank didn’t give adamn about the peace 
process; didn’t give tuppence for the work 
Gerry Adamsandl andothers were in¬ 
volved inover thecourse of manyyears; 
theywereobviouslypeopleoutfor self 
gain,” besaid “It was a criminal robbery. 
I don’t know who was responsible for it 
butldoknow the consequenceshave seen 
the taoiseach andothers lineupagainstus.” 

We should believe him. The S F lead¬ 
ers now craves respectability in further¬ 
ance oftheiraimoftran sforming the party 


into a major all-Ireland constitutional 
force. Itis true thatthey would deny IRA 
involvement even if they knew it to be a 
fact,but McGuinness’s indignation at the 
rebuff from Abemseems genuine enough. 
Adams now complains bitterly that the 
taoiseach no longer returns hispbonecalls 
- a devastating blow for someone who 
regardshimselfas a statesmanlike politi- 
cianofthe first order. 

What is more, although the IRA couId 
have committed the crime, we should not 
ruleoutotherpossibilities. lisonlyneo 
essary to recall a previous bank robbery 
-atthetimethelargest inlrish history -that 
was at first laid atthe do orofthe IRA back 
in 1972. The followingyear,two brothers 
from England, Keith and Kenneth 
Littlejohn, were found guilty of carrying 
outthe laid. They claimedduring their trial 
thatthey were British agents working un¬ 
der the instructions ofthe intelligence sav- 
ice. Thenthere was the 2002 Castlereagh 
break-in. Noisy assertions that the IRA 
was responsible were quietly dropped and 
now seem absurd. 

Last weekend suspicions of underhand 
state activity were reinforced when 
£50,000 in cash was discovered in the 
Newforge Country Gub, which is owned 
by the Royal U1 ster Constabulary Athletic 
Association and used by former RUC 
officers and serving Police Service of 
Northern Ireland officeis. It was confirmed 


that the notes were from the Northern 
Bank haul. A PSNI spokesperson said 
immediatelytbatthe cash badbeen planted 
in “an effort to distract police investigating 
the robbery”. This seemed to be an un¬ 
duly hasty conclusion,but, if it is true, se¬ 
curity arrangements at thisparticularPSNI 
facility would seemto he strangely lack¬ 
ing. 

B y way of contrast to the speedy iden- 
tificationof the Newforge loot, three days 
afterthe seizureoflargeamounts of cash 
at various locations south ofthe horde r, 
which were said to come from Northern 
Bank and were linked to SF/IRA support¬ 
ers, it was still “too early to say” whether 
the recove red notes were from the rob¬ 
bery. 

There was huge publicity over the ar¬ 
rests intherepublic of seven people, in¬ 
cluding a Sinn Fein member,but all were 
released accept one man, who was 
charged with membership of the Real 
IRA. The arrests coincided with a well 
choieographedcampaign claiming to ex¬ 
pose IRA money-laundering whichcom- 
plementedtheNorthernBankallegations: 
“The IRA has a large and sophisticated 
finance depart men t dedica ted t o rais ing 
money by whatever means possible and 
this has meant a headlong plunge into 
criminality and the parallelacquisitian of 
property and businesses to launder the 
proceeds,” wrote Ed Moloney in an 


‘Analysis ’ piece (Irish Independent Feb¬ 
ruary 19). 

Thesame paperreportedjustice min¬ 
ister McDowell’s‘outing’ of Adams and 
McGuinness as army council members and 
his revelations of a “colossal crime ma- 
chine”that was laundering “huge sums” of 
IRAmoney Thepreviousweek’s&ncfav 
Independent asserted that the IRA “is 
nowthe biggest pub-owner inthe state” 
(Febraary 13). Added t o this were s tories 
of att anp ts t ob uy a Bulgarian bank fo r the 
samepurpose These involved Phil Flynn, 
formerSF vice-president,former presi¬ 
dent of the Irish Congress ofTrade Un¬ 
ions, e ntrepre neur and up till last week 
official trouble-shooter. He announeedhis 
resignation fromthegovemment’sdecen- 
tralisation committee and aschairman of 
the Bank o f Scotland in Ireland when one 
of his business associates was linked with 
the laundering accusations. Helpfully for 
repoitersseekinganlRAlink, Flynn told 
them hehadalwtysbesiarepublicanand 
always wouldbe. 

While both SF and the IRA continued 
to deny any connection with criminality, 
anti-IRA scaremongering by “security 
sources” was continuing apace. The Irish 
republic was said to be on ‘alert status’ 
“following intelligencetbat the Provisionals 
had made preparations to hitpol ice, army 
or prison personnel”. Thesame unnamed 
“sources” went on: “IRA targeting isgo- 


ingon at the momentagainst all members 
of the security forces.” Meanwhile, the 
Irish state broadcasting corporation, the 
RTE,was “seeking legal ad vice” about the 
advisability ofbroadcastingthe SinnFein 
ard fbeis (conference) in March 

On the other side of the Irish Sea 
Northern Ireland secretary Paul Murphy 
prop os ed as punis bment for the b ank rob¬ 
bery the withdrawal ofpariiamentary al¬ 
lowance s from Sinn Fein’s four 
Westminster MPs, worth around 
£500,000 a year, and announceda forther 
withholding ofthe £120,000 annual allow¬ 
ances to SF representatives in theNorth- 
em Ireland assembly. 

None of this seems to have affected 
Sinn Fein’s core support in the north (al¬ 
though in the Republic things could be 
rather different). Working class republi¬ 
cans are u sed to all manner o f al legat ion s 
being hurled atSF/IRA,butthey know foil 
well frombitterexperience who theiren- 
emy is; the state and its armed farces. 
Compared to the crimesofthe British, the 
misdeeds of the IRA arepetty indeed. 

Exceptfor the murder oflifelong repub¬ 
lican supporter Robert McCartney, who 
was stabbed and battered to death in a 
Belfast barusedby IRA/SF men onJanu- 
ary 30 following an argument. In an unu¬ 
sually strong reaction, those who would 
normallyregard themsel vesas republican 
loyalistsdemanded action against the per¬ 
petrators. Anti-Provisionalgraffiti, “PIRA 
scum out”, appeared on a wall that had 
previously carried pro-iepublican slogans. 

PaulaMcCartney, Robert’s sister, said: 
“I never thought IRA men would do this 
to a nationalist in Belfast in the 21st cen¬ 
tury”, while his aunt, Margaret Quinn, 
talked of “the growing psychopathic ele- 
mentwithin the IRA... cowardsdisguised 
as our so -called pro tecto rs”. She referred 
to “the scum in the IRA who,by associa¬ 
tion, disgrace that entile organisation”. 

While the outrage at the murder - and 
what appeared to be an attempted cover- 
up and threats against witnesses - was 
e^ady seized uponbytheBritishand Irish 
media, the press wa s rather less keen to 
highlight the underlying loyalty to the re¬ 
publican leadership the comments re¬ 
vealed. 

But the joint Irish-British campaign 
looks setto continue, aimed at eventually 
relaunching the peace process aftera rea¬ 
lignment o f forces. The t wo gp vemment s 
would dearly love to see the loss of SF 
supportandarevivalofthe fortunes of the 
traditional partyofSixCounty nationalists, 
the Social Democratic Labour Ihrty. Per¬ 
haps aparallel development on the other 
side ofthe divide, with the ‘moderate’ 
UUP rqgaininggroundfromPaisley, would 
be too much to hope for in view of the 
current anti-IRA hysteria. 

Demonstrating that cross-border ties 
have not ended despitethe crisis, the two 
police forces announced anew protocol 
on February 21, taking their coop eiation 
to anew level. Officeis frombothsides of 
the border would work in each other’s 
services. This isthe sort of‘Irishunity ’ that 
both sides loveto promote- to the disap¬ 
proval, fordifferentreasons,ofboth Sinn 
Fein and the DUP. 

For the DUP any such link-up is an 
anathema - although Paisley can hardly 
com plain about moves against his arch¬ 
enemy. For SF/IRA, it is the wrong sort 
of unity, driven in the interests o f the Brit¬ 
ish state.For us communists, what mat¬ 
ters i s the un ity t hat c omes fro m bel ow - 
unity aroundacommonprogramme for 
democracy that recognises both the na¬ 
tional rights ofthe catholic-Irish maj ority 
and the Brill sh-Irish rightto self-determi- 
nation within aunited, federal Ireland. 

The anti-SF/IRA drive serves to bring 
nearer a settlanent inthe interests of both 
British impaialismand the Irish establish¬ 
ment Sucha settlement wouldhave no th¬ 
ing to do with the democratic interests of 
our class 1 

Peter Manson 
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Their countryside and ours 



F inally, as from February 18, hunt¬ 
ing andkillingmarrmab withhounds 
became illegal. Draghunting using 
a pre-prepared scent remains legal, as 
does selective shooting. But the ugly sight 
ofahoundpacksavagjngalive fox should 
- in theory at least-no longerbewith us. 
Communists, for one, will not be mourn¬ 
ing the passing of this ‘sport’, which de¬ 
humanises those involved and inflicts 
needless levels of cruelty and suffering on 
the animal. Frankly, the sooner foxhunting 
goes the way of bear-baiting, cock-fight¬ 
ing,dog-frghting,etc, thebetter. 

The Pro tectionofWild Mammals Bill 
wasamodestbut welcome step whichhad 
tobe critically defended in the face of a 
seven-year counter-assault by the forces 
ofreactianary Britain Thus wehadrum- 
bling aminedsedition, whichsaw repeated 
attempts by the Flouse of Lords to sabo¬ 
tage the bill. Then we had the second line 
ofattack -extra-parliamentary resistance, 
direct action andcivil disobedience. No¬ 
toriously, this led to a plummy mob vio¬ 
lently protesting inPartiament Square, and 
membersofthe ‘Ledbury set’ breaking 
onto the flooroftheFIouseofCommons, 
turning the ‘dashing’ 21-year-old Otis 
Ferry into arightwing pin-up. Eventually 
thougtythe government invoked the rarely 
usedParliamentAct to force through the 
bill andcalltimeon foxhunting. 

In other words, the battle over 
foxhuntingwas self-evidently part of a long 
war about who runs Britain. Is it the elected 
govemmentandthe Flouse of Commons 
or aristocratic privilege andtheFIouseof 
Lords? The old aristocracy andthepar- 
venus who ape themand their bloodthirsty 
ways, bile-belching reactionaryjoumos, 
the Tory Party’s front bench and 
backwoodsmen, along with a ragtag army 
ofretainers, hang ers-onandvillage idiots, 
took to the pro verbialbarricadesin rebel¬ 
lion against townies,democracy and the 
21st century. 

Charging over fields on horseback, 
dressing intribal pinks, hooraying and 
trumpeting their right to killfoxes and see 
them tom to pieces by specially bred 
packs of dogs - foxhunting was apotent 
symbol.Afferall,everyhuntor ‘chase’was 
an act of class war in and of itself, a 
triumphalistconfinnationofthe ‘natural 
order ’ which has the rich and landed ex¬ 


propriators at the top and the smallhold¬ 
ers, tradesmenandworkingclasses firmly 
in their place at thebottom. 

For the upholders ofprivilege, the new 
legislationcbaHenges their god-given right 
to do as they will in the countryside. No 
wonder Lord Mancroft, a former master 
of the Beaufort Hunt, confessedthathe 
“blubbedlikeababyat the thought thatwe 
might never hunt again”. No doubt 
Mancroft’s reactionary lament is shared 
by Charles Windsor and his new fiancee, 
C amilla Parker-Bowles, both past riders 
ofthe Beaufort Hunt 

Not that the battle is over, of course. 
F rom the mouths of the aristocratic and 
landowning elite; and their plebeian and 
rightwing middle classallies, we now hear 
that the new law is “unenforceable” and 
“unjust”. Indeed, according to the insuf¬ 
ferable Jeremy Irons, thebanonhunting 
with hounds is “prejudiced andbigoted”, 
while Ferry moans about feeling “perse¬ 
cuted’at the hands of “the urban people”, 
who “hate us deeply”. Many of the de¬ 
fenders of foxhunting have talked openly 
aboutdefying the la\y using the language 
of‘equal rights’, and have evencompared 
their campaigns to the ones led by Martin 
Luther King,Nelson Manuelaor Emily 
Pankhurst 

What monstrous hypocrisy. As if these 
reactionaries lifteda finger in so lidarity with 
the democratic campaigns of the past. 
Quite the contrary - the likes of King, 
Mandela, Pankhurst, etc were almost in¬ 
variably viewed as red troublemakers. 
Even more to the point, theseare the very 
same people who never hesitated to de¬ 
nounce the ‘violence’ of the picket lineor 
strikingworkers. Duringthe miners’Great 
Strikeof1984-85, forinstance, youcorid 
not find more ardent supporters of ‘ law and 
order’ tbantoday’spotential lawbreakers. 
But when it comes to defending their mi- 
nority privilege, of course, the rulesofthe 
game are different - ‘by whatever means 
neces sary ’ now becomes the credo. 

Communists say that we should take 
tbeirthreats seriously. These reactionary 
malcontents are fanatically inclined well 
organised and,ofcourse, aimed , unlike 
the working class. Clearly, whenweex- 
amine thepro-foxhuntingforces,wesee 
a future anticipation,oroutline,ofwbatthe 
vanguardofcountarevolution would look 


like underBritishconditions. 

So, cheeredonby therightwingpress, 
more than 270 hunts gatberedat the week¬ 
end - and legally killed 91 foxes (it is 
claimed they were shot, notkilledby the 
dog s) aino ng st much g loat ing. The Daily 
Telegraph featured a front-page picture 
of a huntsman holding aloft a dead fox 
under the headline, ‘So rruch foryourhunt 
ban, Mr Blair” (February 19). 

However, the re were no violent con¬ 
frontations with the police. So far, so 
peaceful. But it would be a mi stake to fall 
into complacency. For example, at the 
C rawley and Horsham chase, pro-hunt¬ 
ers in a four-by-four rammed a van fiillof 
protestersoffthe road one ofwhom had 
to be dragged out unconscious. This has 
not been an uncommon occurrence in the 
past and there is no reason to believe that 
such incidences will not bappenagain 

Wehavealso read that 24-hour special 
branch protection has been given to Alun 
Michael, minister for rural affairs, Ben 
Biadsbaw, ministerfornaturepreserva- 
tion, and Peter Hain, leaderofthe Com¬ 
mons. Figures forthe Real Countryside 
Alliance, described as the ‘Hezbollah 
wing’of theCoun try side Alliance, have 
vowed to “hound” these ministers, and 
otha's,“untilthey go totheir grave” - and 
have also muttered about plansto infiltrate 
andstorma seriesofgovemmentbuild- 
ingsin the weeksbeforethegeneral elec¬ 
tion, whichinalllikelihoodis onlyacouple 
of months away. 

Naturally, organisations like the CAand 
RCA are backed, to one degree or an¬ 
other, by rightwing media outlets. How¬ 
ever, even the liberal and supposedly 
more progressive newspaper, TheOb- 
seiver, is sued an editorial expressing its 
sympathy with the pro-hunters, admitting 
to “delight” in the fact “that the law is 
clearly unenforceable’ (February 20). 

Inresponse, Mi chad has promised that 
the ban willbe “effectively enforced”, and 
vigorously rebutted claim stbat the legis¬ 
lation is riddled with loopholes, or that the 
police willnot makeprosecutionsforvio- 
lating the hunt ban ahigh priority:“From 
nowon, ifpeopleset out to hunt a wild 
mammal with dogs, whether itbe a fox, a 
mink,a bareoradeer, they willbebreak- 
ing the law,”Michaelstated. 

Communists are themost militant and 


intransigent fighters for democracy - or 
should be, if they want to claimtbe mantle 
of Marx, Engels or VI Lenin Thecam- 
paigntoban hunting with hounds badclear 
majority support inboth urban and rural 
areas.ThepratdefromtheCA,orthe likes 
oflronsorFerry, about the ban represent¬ 
ing the vengeftrl action of aenvious met¬ 
ropolitan “liberal elite”, or intolerant 
townies, is just pseudo-libertarian claptrap. 
Those who want to restore the ‘old re¬ 
gime’ in the countryside are part ofthe 
minority rural aristocracy and bourgeoi¬ 
sie, nota downtrodden or si lent majority. 

Itisindicativeofthecurrentstateofthe 
lei thatthewhole issue of foxhunting has 
barely featured on the pages of Socialist 
Worker, The Socialist, Solidarity, etc. 
Perhaps our comrades sympathise with 
the asinine neo-conservatism ofex-Revo- 
lutionaryCommunistParty stalwart Mick 
Hume, who argues on the Spiked web site: 
“Who couldgive a foxabout huntingwith 
hounds now? The slighttystrange hunting 
fraternity care,obviously, buttheirminor- 
ity sport doesnot affect the rest of society 
anymore thangolfdoes.Theanti-hunting 
zealots care too, but then they live in a 
world oftheirownwbere,intbe words o f 
one Oxfordacademic, hunting foxesisthe 
moral equivalentoftorturingchildren (go 
tell it to the Russians, professor). How- 
ev ct, when most of us think about the pri¬ 
ority issues that need addressing, 
foxhunting ranks slightlybdow terrorism, 
transport, health, education, speed cam¬ 
eras and theTVlicence fee”(www.spi- 
ked-o nline. com/Articles/00 00000- 
CA6C9.htm). 

What ignorantnonsense. Formany cen¬ 
turies most ofEngland was classified as 
“thechase”- ie, onebig, merry hunting 
groundforthe Anglo-Nonnan nobility. 
State-backed robbery then dispossessed 
the peasant farmer in the 16th and 17th 
centuriesand mass ive tracts of land were 
forcibly cleared of rural labourers and 
crofters in the 19th century, for sheep or 
just so the rich couldhunt and killwildlife, 
more often than notto the point of extinc¬ 
tion Undeniably, thesame class of peo¬ 
ple who form the core of today’s 
foxhunters and grouse-shooters owe their 
lifestyle, privileges, inventedtradit ions, etc 
precisely to this series ofhistoric injustices. 

Now, weare supposed to forget -like 


Mick Hume obviously has - thatthe aristas 
and capitalist farmers have presided over 
the ruinationofthe countryside;using it for 
profit and ‘sport ’, or that they have fought 
tooth and nail to keep out the broad mass 
ofthepopiiationThatis whattheir ‘rural 
values ’ amountto, thatis what they want 
to ‘conserve’ and that is what their snarl- 
ingbatredofthenew legislations allabout. 

Whatreally concerns us, though, isnot 
ahalfbanon foxhunting.Nordo we yearn 
fora return to medieval peasant agricul¬ 
ture. Communists envisage a social revo¬ 
lution and the progressive transformation 
o f al 1 ex is ting co ndit ions. A s an i nt egral 
part ofthat we want the greening ofcities 
andthehumanising ofthe countryside. 

Tbatwould aitail en dingo veipopulation 
and underpopulation,arationalredistribu- 
tionofpeople,muchbetta- housing,many 
more parks, free urban pub lictransport, 
curbingcaruse in towns andcitiesand 
mass ively lowaingair and river po Hut ion. 
Instead o f fenced off greenb elt s we want 
forestsaround every city with free access. 
Instead of John Prescott’s plan to extend 
Londondeep intoEssexalongthe Thames 
gateway, the City of London shouldbe 
taken over for people. Today it has no 
more than a few thousand permanent resi¬ 
dents; itcouldeasHyhouseamilHon.Turn 
the office blocks into beautiful living 
spaces. 

Thebanks, insurance companies, stock 
markets,commoditytradeis, ad agencies, 
etc, who at present occupy almost every 
inch of the square mile are irrelevant to 
actualhuman need The workers’ revolu¬ 
tion wiH consign them aH to the dustbinof 
history. 

The countryside too must be put under 
democratic control. All big farms and 
landed estateswifl be nationalised and run 
for humanneed, notheavily subsidised 
profit Ourprime concern is the quality of 
food. The inexorable spread of rural 
deserts andmonocultine must be ended 
Nature must be allowedtoretum. By des¬ 
ignating whole tract s o f land as wi ldemess 
areas, forests, maishes, gladesandwoods 
couldbemadeorre-estabtished and spe¬ 
cies driven to extinction - wolves, bears, 
bison,wHdpigs,etc- reintroduced. This 
would be forthe benefitofnature and the 
enjoyment ofpeople 1 

Eddie Fold 
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REVIEW 


Trotting out time- 
honoured falsehoods 

Roy Bainton A brief history of 1917: Russia syear ofrevolution Constable and Robinson 2005, pp315, £8.99 



Lenin: no hijacker 


M any hundreds, probably thou- 
sands,ofbooks havebeenwrit- 
tenabouttbe Russian Revolution. 
What then makes this latest offering from 
Roy Bainton any di Iferent? 

Bainton seeks to apply the currently 
fashionabletechniqueof‘oralhistory’ to 
the revolution Thus, wheieas otha books 
are written almostentirely about the main 
players- Lenin, Trotsky, Kerensky andso 
on - Bainton daims to focus on theevents 
of 1917 largely through the eyes of the 
‘ ‘ordi nary Rus sian works's and soldiers of 
the Red Army”. In reality, however, and 
perhaps inescapably fora book on 1917 
Russia, Baintondoes stilllargelyfocus on 
the leaders. 

The idea for this book came by a 
chaneeencounterthe authorhadwitha 
“bedraggled old man”, who declared, “My 
parents weretaken away by Stalin Will 
you buy me a beer?” This was the first of 
aseriesofinterviews, which Bainton crafts 
together with a fairly standard chronologi¬ 
cal description of the traumatic events of 
1917. 

The numbero f survivingpeople whore- 
member the events of that great year is 
very low, and tothat extentthisproject 
could wellbethelastofits kind. Which is 
unfortunate, sinceBainton’s motives are 
totally react ion ary and dishonest Forex- 
ample, hischaracterisationofthe Russian 
Revo lutionas a “chapter written by peas¬ 
ants, workers, soldiers and sailors, hi¬ 
jacked midstream by a caucus of 
determined intellectuals”, is utterly false. 

Forexample,the Bolshevik Partywas 
ahuge organisat ion consisting primarilyof 
workers. What did the Russian people 
want? An end to the war, thepeasants to 
own the landthey worked and food in the 
cities. These wereexactly the things the 
Bo lshe viks stood for, andthethingsthe 
provisional government failed to deliver. In 
other words, there wasa dialectical unity 
between the “peasants, workers, soldiers 
and sailors” and the “determinedintellec- 
tuals” -both wereessential for therevo- 
lution to succeed. 

TheextromecontradictionsinRussiaof 
a smallbut heavily politicisedproletariat 
anda huge, backward peas antiy couldin 
reality, though, onlyberesolvedby asuc- 
cessfulpan-European revolution. 

Ano ther es amp le ofBainton’s compl ete 
di sho ne sty (o r stu pidi ty) is hi s comp ar is on 
ofthecampaign to “eliminate the proper¬ 
tied classes” to the Nazi genocide ofthe 
Jews! How does the dispossession (not 
extermination) ofatiny minority ofprivi- 
leged exploiters equate to the attempted 
mass murder of an entire ethnic group? 
Bainton himselflaterpointsout that those 
elements of the old order prepared to 
cooperate with the new workers’ state 
were allowed to retain their positions. 

Another particularly pain fill paragraph 
is where Bainton recycles the time-hon¬ 
oured falsehoodthatMarxism“makestoo 
many demands on human nature” and that 
the driving force forthe century is “that 
age-oldmotive,greed”. Sodoeshethink 
the struggle to be rid of oppression, to 
achieve freedom and emancipation, is re¬ 
ally about the failure of malcontents to 
accept what for himis presumably aper- 
fectly satisfactory lot? 

Despite his simplistic, not to say reac¬ 
tionary, political outlook Bainton does 
clearly gtasp the immense troubles the Bol¬ 
sheviksandworking class faced in retain¬ 
ing state power - one interviewee 


describes post-revolution Russia as being 
like ‘ ‘a chicken wi th i ts head cho pped off’. 
The leadersofthe Bolshevik Partyhadfor 
their entire adult lives “written, debated 
and theorised. They had studied Karl 
Marx, formulatedplans of action”, yet, 
when thrust into power, were faced with 
the huge task ofbuilding an entirely new 
proletarian state apparatus against the 
backdrop of counterrevolution and impe- 
rialistinvasion. 

Qneexampleofthe chaos givenis the 
beginning of the campaign to nationalise the 
banks. Lenin had sent Piatakov, the new 
directorofthe state bank,to “remove” ten 
million roubles fromaprivatebank When 
Piatakov returned with the money, ac¬ 
cording to the author, “it was taken to a 
Smolny bedroom and kept in a wardrobe, 
around whi ch was placeda ringof chairs 
anda worker with a rifle. This then was 
the firsttreasury of the Soviet Union” 

The difficulties ofbuil ding this newstate 
were increased hugely by intemalpres- 
sures,andBaintonseems to focus particu¬ 
larly on the actions of those groups of 
workers noty etpersuadedo f the need for 
soviet power: therailworkers union, the 
Vikzhel , along with civil servants, postal 
workers and telephone operators, either 
went on strike or cut off services to the 
Bolsheviks.Therewere also, ofcourse, 
the approaching fcrcesofGennan impe¬ 
rialism. 

When the infamous peace treaty of 
Brest-Litovsk was signed, the conditions 


were devastating for Russia: “Sixty million 
Russians wouldnow be subject to Ger¬ 
man puppet regimes; 32% of herarable 
land wouldbe surrendered, 75%of her 
coal andoilproduction; 33%of Russia’s 
factories and 26% of the railway net¬ 
work.” But Russia was in no stateto con¬ 
tinue with the war. 

Bainton quotes the diaryofaRed Cross 
nurse, FlorenceFarmborough, who de¬ 
scribes soldiers declaring ‘Warn nuzhno 
mz)'/(Weneedpeace)” and “Mz>-... mir 
... prezhde vsevo! (Peace above all 
else)”. The Bolsheviks’ resolute defeatism 
would cometogainmassivesupport from 
soldiers and workers, once the initial pa¬ 
triotism of 1914 had been eaten away by 
the misery and cruelty ofthe imperialist 
slaughter. Years in the trenches and a thor- 
oughlyincompetentleadeiship,fightinga 
conflict the average peasantsoldierhadno 
understanding of, would erode supportfor 
the war effort to collapsing point. 

In any case LeninandTrotsky Silly ex¬ 
pected a successful working class revo¬ 
lution inGermany withinafew months. 
Hence Trotsky’s tacticof‘neither peace 
nor war’. However, with the Germans 
approaching Petrograd, Trotsky was fi¬ 
nally forced to sign the treaty in March 
1918. 

Fromthe first dayoftherevolutionthe 
bourgeoisie and their allies -both Russian 
and international - began to mobilise 
against the new regime. Reactionary gen¬ 
erals such as Alexeev and Kolchak wae 


assembling volunteerwhitearmies. Ova 
thecourse ofthe dvilwar there would be 
‘ T, 250,000 Bo lshe vi k deaths, equall y as 
many whites, and around two million 
deaths from dysenteiy, typhoid and small¬ 
pox.” 

One man intaviewed by B ainton, 9 5- 
year-o Id Vladi mirAbromo vich Katz, viv¬ 
idly describes the interventionist forces 
whofoughtag^inst the Soviet government: 
“Hundreds of soldiers disembarked from 
the ships .They were Greeks. It was hor¬ 
rific; they roundedup hundreds ofpeople 
- m en, women and chi ldren - and locked 
theminbams orwarehouses, then setfire 
to them ... the Greeks shot lots of peo¬ 
ple.” 

With so many enemies, both internal 
and sctemal, determinedto smash the new 
soviet regime, Bainton is righttoexclaim: 
“It is amazing... thatthe Soviets managed 
to ride out such compressed storms of 
horror to e merge victorious. ” Yet he is 
unable to understand that what went 
wrong in Russia was causedby the ob¬ 
jective conditions, not some nonsense 
about ‘humannature’ and the alleged in¬ 
separability ofMarxismand totalitarian¬ 
ism 

The “ordinary Russian workers and sol¬ 
diers of theRedArmy”, through whose 
eyes theevents are supposedtobe seen, 
often turn out somewhat differently. 
Bainton admits that the ‘few Russian sur¬ 
vivors there are from 1917 appear to have 
had more of what the Soviet swould refer 


to as a ‘bourgeois’ lifestyle in pre-revolu¬ 
tionary times, rather than a blue-collar, 
proletarian one”. Those he interviews from 
previously wealthy backgrounds, orthe 
young people (now “eagerly coming to 
termswiththe wheeler-deal o' atmosphere 
of a free-market economy”), are gener¬ 
ally disapproving of their Soviet heritage 
and the memory ofLenin To those from 
more working classbackgrounds opinions 
ofLenin, andto some extent even Stalin, 
are more positive. 

Baintondoes,however, givea detailed 
yet compact descriptionofthemainevsits 
ofl917. The February revolution, July 
days, Kornilov coup and October revo¬ 
lution are all thoroughly chronicled. The 
final two sections ofthe bookconsistofa 
cbronologicaloutline of 1917 and an “A- 
Zofpolitical parties, prominentpeople and 
organisations”. Whilst fairly basic, these 
are both useful summaries for someone 
new to this area of history. 

What it is necessary to demonstrate 
(and this bookgoes someway to achiev¬ 
ing) isthe dichotomy betweenthe optimis¬ 
tic, mass-based 1917 revolution, intended 
as a spark for worker s’ rule throughout 
Europe, and the subsequent degeneration 
into ‘socialism in one country’ and the 
nightmare ofStalinism. 

These two phases are diametrically op¬ 
posed and to portray the latter as the in¬ 
evitable corollary ofthe formeristhehaght 
ofdisingenuity 1 

Ted North 
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Free Giuliana 


I talian communist journalist Giu liana Sgrena 
was kidnapped in Baghdad on February 4 
and has been seen pleading fcr her li fe and 
demanding an end to the occupation on a video 
delivered to Associated Press inlraq. 

Li ke many other v ictims o f the i slamist k si st¬ 
ance comrade Sgrena was taken simply be¬ 
cause she is a westerner and therefore 
considered fair game by her kidnappers, 
Mujahedin Without Barda"s. 

Comrade Sgrena writes for II Manifesto, a 
papersympatheticto theCommunist Refound¬ 
ation Party (Rifondazione Comunista). Pier 
writing is characterised by trenchant, partisan 
reporting againstthe imperialistoccupationof 
Iraq. This can be read at the paper’s website 
(www.ilmanifesto.it). 

The foreign/peace department of Rifon¬ 
dazione Comunista has issued an international 
appeal calling for her immediate release and is 
requesting signatories, to be emailed to 


alfio.nicotra@rifondazione.it,with a copy to 
iifondazione@fsmail.neL 
It is essentialtbat in Britain the Stoptbe War 
Coalition inparticularacts urgentlyin solidarity 
withthis militantworking dassopponent ofthe 
occupation. At the time o f her kidnapping she 
badbeen interviewing families who hadbeen 
forced to flee theUSbombingofFallujah. 

Giuliana hash een visitingand reporting from 
Iraq formanyyears, where shebas documented 
the suffering of its people, caused first by the 
imperialist embargo, and laterby war and in¬ 
vasion. I!Manifesto campaigned consistently 
against the war and provides a working class 
voice againstthe occupation. 

Rifondazione is also calling fortherdeaseof 
Florence Aubenas, ajoumalist working forthe 
French social democratic newspaper 
Liberation, who disappeared in January in 
similarcircumstances 1 

Alan Fox 



Giuliana Sgrena: release her 


An appeal by the Organisation of Women’s Freedom inlraq 

We want rights 


W omen and women’s organisations 
worldwide are preparing to celebrate 
International Women’s Day on 
March 8.TheOiganisationofWomen’sFree¬ 
dom in Iraq is also preparing to celebrate in¬ 
side Iraq and abroad. 

We congratulate women in Iraq and world¬ 
wide on this great day and call on women and 
men inlraq and the Iraqi Kurdistan to hold cel¬ 
ebrations on this day. Women in Iraq have not 
struggled to get rid of the Ba’ath regime (one 
ofthe most dreadful regimeshumanityhas ever 
known) only tobejailedintheirhomes, will¬ 
less, deprived ofbasic rights, threatened with 
deathif they ecpressan opinion or esocise their 
rights. 

This is what has happened to Iraqi women 
sincetbe recent war. Since the US occupation 
began, the political islamists (both sunni and 
shia) have been unleashed to work ‘Seely 1 and 
launch anew attach on the rights of women in 
Iraq. 

Itisan attack which sustains anddeepensthe 
violations of women’s rights in Iraq which the 
fascist Ba’ath regime was engaged in for more 
than three decades and came to a po int where 
women werebeheaded in publicplacesinfront 
ofthdrchildrai and families. 

These i slamic movements have made wear¬ 
ing the hijab compulsory for women at the 
p oi nt of a gun, v iol ating a woman’s has ic ri gh t 
to choose what she wears. Many of the 
Ba’ath regime’s lawsare stillinplace. Po¬ 
lygamy and pleasure marriage (which is an 
organised form of prostitution) is a wide¬ 


spread practice. Thousands of women have 
been killed. Millions are confined to their 
homes and prevented from attending school, 
work or going about their daily lives and 
doing things like walking, shoppingandgp- 
ingoutto enjoy some recreational places. 

There are an unprecedented number of so- 
called honour killings. The Imqi into'imgovern- 
ment has turned a blind eye to these crimes. 
Shocking though it may sound, killing women 
is not a crime in ‘liberated’ Iraq. 

The forces which created the current unbear¬ 
able situation forwomen for thelasttwo years 
are the same forces whic h are backed by the 
US and given enormous resources and influ¬ 
ence towritenew laws and to decidetherights 
ofwomen in the coming ‘parliament’. 

These forces will institutionalise sexual dis¬ 
crimination against women under the name of 
implementing ‘islamicsbaria’law. They will 
dedicate their courts and institutions to op¬ 
pressing women and will treat us as inferior 
citizens. 

This is a danger to all women! Our rights, 
freedoms, safety and security are at stake! 

Now that weare only days away from cel- 
ebratingMarch 8, wehavetounite ourranks 
to make this a day where women and men in 
Iraq can come together to defend women’s 
rightsandstruggle fortharfieedomandequal- 
ity with men 

We must unite ourranks to bring about laws 
whichput womenandmenonanequal footing 
inall fields. 

Let us raise the demands (alongside women 


around the world) for an end to discrimination 
against women, anend to killing and terrorism 
^ainstus. 

Let us make M arch 8 a day to unit e worn en 
all over Iraq andlraqiKurdistan with women 
worldwide in the struggletoextendwomen’s 
rights, including: 

1 The right to work 
1 The right to education 
lTbe right to choose one’splaceofresidency 
1 The right to live safely and securely, to be 
protected against domestic violence 
1 The rightto choose a partner without coer¬ 
cion or threat 

1 The right to travel withoutimposing compan¬ 
ions onus 

Let us make March 8 a day to escalate our 
demand for an end to the US occupationand 
anendto islamicterrorism, to legislate a secu¬ 
lar constitution in Iraqwhidi separatesreligion 
from the state and to implement modem civil 
laws on all residents oflraq, legardlessoftbeir 
gender, ethnicity and religion. 

Letus ho Id gatherings in every village, sub¬ 
urb, city, school, university and working place 
whore women andmen celebrate International 
Wrmen’ sDay to make women’s vo ices heard. 
We demand a free and equal world! 

Let usmake this aday of resolve to continue 
the struggle to realise ourdemands anduseall 
available means to turn these demands in to rights 
that women can enjoy o n a daily b asi s, sim ilar 
to the rights nowenjoyedby women inmany 
countries. 

Long live March 8! 1 


Fighting fund 


Banner Theatre 

Burning issues -atouring production 
to mark the 20 th anniversary ofthe 
end of the miners’ Great Strike: 
Pontefract: Friday March 4, 
7.30pm, Yorkshire Coalfield Re¬ 
source Centre, Halfpenny Lane. £5, 
01977 703384. Supported by 
Wakefield TUC and Five Towns 
TUC. 

Doncaster: Saturday March 5, 
5.30pm, Old Club, Market Place, 
Stainforth. Admission free, 01302 
84 1 365. 

Sponsored by Hatfield Main Branch 
NUM, MaltbyNUM Branch, Lan¬ 
cashire Area NUM, Doncaster re- 
gio nUnis on, Kell ingley NUM, Class 
War, CPGB. With special thanks to 
Beresfords solicitors. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne: Sunday 
March6,7pm,Tyneside IrishClub, 
Gallowgate. Admission free, 01302 
841365. 

Organised by IWW and Mining 
Communities Advice Centre; in con - 
junctionwith NUM. 


On tavget 

A t last I am able to report some good 
news. Our£500 fondhadbeen barely 
creeping along... last weekitstoodat £195. 

I was getting really worried that we would 
have a big shortfall in this short month. But 
you have come toourrescue withastring 
of very welcome donations: EG (£80), TR 
(£50), SWS (£25), RB (£20), JH (£10), 
LR (£5) andPM (£5). Thank you all. By 
my calculations that putsusonexactly£375 
-ontarget,if other comrades come up with 
similar contributionsin the next few days. 

Overthe last seven days ourreadership 
was also good. We recorded 14,313 e- 
readers, which, taking into account theprint 
version, puts our total circulation atjust over 
the 15,000 mark. Lookingbackat thecon- 
tents,I reckonlastweek’spaper wasnota 
bad is sue either-so I can well see why we 
att ract ed a few mo re rea ders. 


These figures show that there is a s izeab le 
-and slowly growing-audience forserious 
ideas on the left. We do not patronise our 
readers by telling them what they already 
know... GeorgeBusb,he’sbad;TonyBlair, 
he’s bad; Michael Howard, he’s bad, etc. 

For us what matters is answers. Neces¬ 
sarily thaten tails criticism. Thegoalofso- 
d alis m can only be realis ed by overco ming 
the fragmentation and programmatic poverty 
ofthe left 

That is why the Weekly Worker exists 
and why the Weekly Worker is so widely 
read compared with the tuigid publications 
that come from the bureaucratic socialist 
sects 1 

Robbie Rix 

Ask far a bankers order form, 
or send cheques, 
payable to Weekly Wbrker 


What we 
fight for 

n Oir central aim is theo rganisation of communists, revo¬ 
lutionary socialists, anti-capitalists and all politically ad¬ 
vanced workers into a Communist Party. Without organi¬ 
sation the working class is nothing; with the higiest form 
of organisation it is everything. 

n The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
ofthe Communist Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ on the 
left In reality they are confessional sects. Members who 
disagee with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag 
themselves in public. Either that or face expulsion, 
n Communists operate according to the principles of 
democratic centralism. Througi ongoing debate we seek 
to achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. 
As long as they support agreed actions, members have 
the rightto speak openly and form temporary or perma¬ 
nent factions. 

n Comm mists oppose the US-UK occupation of Iraq and 
stand against all imperialist wars but constantly strive to 
bring to the fore the fundamental question - ending war 
is bound up with ending capitalism, 
n Communists are internationalists. Everywhere westrive 
for the closest unity and agreement of working class and 
progressive parties of all countries. We oppose every 
manifestation of national sectionalism. It is an interna- 
tionalist duty to uphold the principle, ‘One state, one party’. 

To the extent that the European Union becomes a state 
then that necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Com¬ 
munist Party ofthe EU. 

n The working class must be organised globally. Without 
aglobal Communist Party, a Comm mi st International,the 
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina¬ 
tion. 

Communists have no interest apart from the working 
class as a whole. They differ only in recognising the im¬ 
portance of Marxism as a guide to practice. Thattheory is 
no dogna, but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the 
future of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with 
war, pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system 
capitalism can only be superseded globally. All forms of 
nationalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working 
class. 

The capital ist d ass wi II never wil lingly al low their wealth 
and powerto be taken away by a pari iamentary vote They 
will resist using every means at their disposal. Commu¬ 
nis tsfavourusi ng parliament and wi nningthe biggest pos¬ 
sible working dass representation. But workers must be 
readied to make revolution - peacefully if wecan, forcibly 
if we must. 

n Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres 
of sodety. Democracy must be given a sodal content, 
n We will use the most militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, 
Scotland and Wales,a united, federal Ireland and a United 
States of Europe. 

n Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be f ougit and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism, 
n Comm mists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s 
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the 
struggle for peace and ecological sustainability are just 
as much working class questions as pay, trade union 
rights and demands for high-quality health, housing and 
education. 

n Socialism represents victory in the battle for democ¬ 
racy. It is the r lie ofthe working class. Socialism iseither 
democratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into 
its opposite. 

Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition 
to communism - a system which knows neither wars, ex¬ 
ploitation, money, classes, states nor nations. Commu¬ 
nism is general freedom and the real beginning of human 
history. 

All who accept these principles are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 
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Union leaders’ 


priority is 
re-electing 
Labour 



Political fight to 
defend pensions 


T he government attack on public sec¬ 
tor pensions is the most significant 
assault onworkers’ rights and con¬ 
ditions for adecade. It affects the largest 
section of employees in Britain, who are 
represented by a swathe ofunions, includ- 
ingall thebiggest .Theoretically, the ensu¬ 
ing struggle has the potential to unite 
millions ofworkersandpensionersina 
majorclass confrontation withthe govern¬ 
ment. However, prospects for a sustained 
actionare fraught with difficulties. 

The attack is no surprise - it wa s fir st 
raised in agreen paper over twoyears ago. 
Somewhat slow off the mark, and under 
pressure fromleft officials andactivists,tbe 
leaderships of thebigunions finally de- 
cidedto act - last autumn they hadlooked 
the other way on Iraq in return fora few 
stale crumbs that made up the Warwick 
agreement They thought itincludedan ‘un¬ 
do's tanding’ on protecting pensions -but 
it was alia sop. Weakness breeds con¬ 
tempt and Prescott duly started to put the 
boot in with abill thatmeantthe “non-ne- 
gptiable”impositionofapensionrobbery 
on local gove mment workers from next 
April. More attacks are to follow. 

As activists andthelefi within theun- 
ions began exerting pressure for industrial 
action - and as Mark Serwotka, whose 
PCS members were also threatened with 
100,000job losses, argued for acoordi- 
nated cross-union strategy and strikes - the 
TUC summoned its troops. Itcalleda day 
ofaction (last Friday,February 18)with 
rallies, meetings, lobbyingofMPs,butex- 
pressly not industrial action. 

Thecallingofadayof‘safe’ actionin- 
stead of gearing up for coordinat ed strikes 
was obviously par t delaying tactic, part 
controlling the struggle andpartpressure 
politics on local MPs up and down the 
country. The TUC and most general sec¬ 
retaries want to talk, not fight. 

An earlydty motionto annulthebillim- 
posing apensioncutonlocal government 
workers inApril has now been signedby 
128 MPs: 119 Labour (29%of the par¬ 
ty’s representation in Westminster), four 
Conservatives, two liberal Democrats, 
two PlaidCymru and one Respect. 

On February 12 five public sectorun- 
ions metwithdeputyprime minister John 
Prescott They wanted the government to 
withdraw the new regulations and enter 
into negotiations. Prescottgaveno ground 
and the talks ended in stalemate. 

As unions began preparing for strike 
ballots, with Mark Serwotka coordinat¬ 
ing joint action, Unison delayed issuinga 
ballot on the strength offurthertalks with 
Prescott. Whilst other unions pursued a 
coordinated approach toaction against the 
pensionproposals, Unison’s Dave Prentis 
seemed to be pursuing a strate gy based 
on negotiations alone. This caused con- 
st emati on amo ngs t members i nPC S, who 
feared Unison might not go with a pro¬ 
posed strike on March 23, favouringmore 
talks withPrescottinstead. ThePCS lead¬ 
ership, fearing being left to fight in isola¬ 


tion, temporarily considered deferring 
strike actionto April, when teachers could 
well join in There is arumourthat Mark 
Serwotka phoned Prentis at home and 
‘persuaded’ him to stick to the proposed 
strike date of March 23. 

It is expected that all ballots will record 
strong ‘yes’ votes and between six and 
eightunionswith 1.25 million members 
could be out on that date. Teaching unions 
are set to follow with aone-day strike in 
April, possibly joined by Unison and 
PCS, whoseballots allow for a series of 
strikes. Earlier attempts to get the action 
broughtforwardto include teaching unions 
(teachers are on holiday the week of 
March 23)wereunsuccess fill. 

Even though the Unison ballot is now 
underway(for discontinuous strikeaction, 
“probably starting on March23”), itis 
quite possible that Prentis could pull the 
plug if offered talks oraminor concession. 
This is possible with several unions -but 
Unisonisthebiggestandmost immediately 
affected. With his eye on the forthcoming 
generalsecretary election, Prentis istalk- 
ing tough, but in reality he is trying his 
damnedest not to be awkward. 

For the left the main task in the run-up 
to the TUC February 18 day of ‘action’ 
was to try andturnasafe,top-down pro- 
testinto amilitant bottom-up revolt as the 
fuststepinaprocessofbuilding confidence 
and activating rank and fi le members for 
a figh t Fro m thi s po int of vie w the day was 
adismal failure. There were lots ofsmall 
rallies and meetings,but ittumed out to be 
what the TUCwashoping for- a small- 
scale protest that gave the impress ionof 
something being done, but was hardly 
not iced, including bymembers themselves. 

I have no doubt that manyactivists were 
comforted by attending rallies of like- 
minded people talking about unity whil st 
thosetbey were aiming to unite stayed in 
theoffrceorwentto lunch. Militantsand 
the left attanpted to tumthedayintosome- 
thing worthwhile, but, lacking real influ¬ 
ence amongst the rank and file, were 
unable to affectthe outcome. For exam¬ 
ple, Camden Local GovemmentUnison 
correctly stated what was necessary: “Our 
resistance can startby turning the TUC day 
of action into amass day of defrance”;but 
its rallying cry, “All out on TUC day of 
action”, sounded more like anpty postur- 
ingthan any genuineattempttobuildareal 
fight back (www.laboumetnet/ukunion/ 
0502/pensions3 .html). 

Of course, after maj or working class 
defeats and decades of fragmentation and 
inactionit isvery difficulttoactively involve 
rank and file workas - who mostly do not 
even attend union meetings. Leafletsof 
ten go unread orcan evenbecounterpro- 
ductive. Someissuedontbedayofaction 
rightly pointed to the scale o f the struggle 
that was needed - a coordinated fight 
agsinstthegovemment - yetprovidedno 
analysis ofhow victory mightbeachieved 
orindeed any hint ofa strategy beyond a 
one-day protest followedby a one-day 


strike. Unless workers are won to believe 
they can win - and that can only mean 
providing an altanative po litical strategy 
- the March 23 protest will quickly be 
followed by demoralisation anddespond- 
ent resignation toan inevitable defeat 

F or local government workers there is 
also the direct experience oftwo recent 
disputes. Unfortunately, the lessons were 
negative and furtherundermined what lit¬ 
tle confidence existedin eithertbe national 
leadership or activists: the localgovemment 
pay claimtbat involved aunited strikeby 
Unison, TGWUandGMB, but resulted 
inaquick sellout fora three-year pittance; 
and worst of all,Unison’s utterly disas¬ 
trous London weighting dispute. Rank and 
file manbers do not want repeatperfonn- 
ances. 

It is true that theTUC dayofaction and 
the 1 imi ted pro po sal s from uni on 1 eaders 
for one-day strikes does not amount to a 
winning strategy to safeguard pensions. 
However, there is a method in their mad¬ 
ness -at leastinthedominantgroup (TUC 
general secretary Brendon Barber called 
tire day ofaction, buttheTUCisnot some 
disembodied entity - itisdominated by the 
big three unions: Unison, TGWU and 
Amicus. Thesealonecanvirtuallydictate 
TUC policy, but they also have like- 
minded friends.) 

Thetacticoftameprotestrallies followed 
by a limited protest strike is not mere 
weakness (although it is weak). Neither 
doesitsignifyan incoherent strategy- itis 
just not the strategy that workers need 
The Warwick agreement, the day ofac¬ 
tion, delaying ballots and futile talks with 
Prescott all reflect the approach of the 
dominant Labour-Link group ofgeneral 
secretaries. 

They will not risk any damage to La¬ 
bour’s election chances, no matter how 
remote the chance of losing: tharlong-term 
strategy is for working within the existing 
structures to win Labour away from the 
Blairites and back to the day swhen min¬ 
isters at leasttooknote ofthe trade union 
bureaucracy’s concerns. ‘Reclaiming’ 
Labour would mean, in the eyesofthese 


union leaders, more influence forthem- 
selves and the possibility of winning con¬ 
cessions through high-levelnegotiations. In 
the meant! me, the TUC day o f actio n was 
agreed by those unions directly affected 
and under pressure to be seen to be do¬ 
ing something 

This approach, then, neatly fits in with 
the historic class oollaboratianistroleofthe 
tradeunionbureaucracies, allowing gen¬ 
eral secretaries to wheel and deal in the 
traditional manner. They must, of course, 
try to win a better deal on pens ions (or go 
through the motions of doing so).Either 
that or they risk losing theirjobs. Butthe 
long-term interests of their members are 
that way subordinated to their strategic 
gpal of winning back Labour and avoid- 
ingaLabourdefeat. However, in the ab¬ 
sence of any realistic leftwing alternative, 
or any significant rankandfile movement, 
they can getaway with stagingtokenand 
essentially safe protests. St earn can be let 
off, butthere is no head-on confrontation 
with the government, 

The response from Respect is dire. 
Lashings ofliberal sentimentbutasyetnot 
even mention of the strikes. There was 
support for the day ofaction-weare told 
that the TUC is “absolutely right to be 
angry with the government”. Hell, the four 
Conservatives who signed the early day 
motion could have said that. 

A strategy forbuilding agenuine alter¬ 
native is needed 

We must go beyond just electing 
lefiwing leaders-whatis needed istheright 
to hold them to account and instantly re¬ 
call them. Supportleftwing leaders only to 
the extent they genuinelyfightforthe in¬ 
terests ofthe membership and the work¬ 
ing clas s as a who le. 

We need a rank and file movementtbat 
cuts across union and sect! onaldiv is ions 
and which is determined to organise ac¬ 
tion notmerely campaign in the latest un- 
ionelection. 

Use everyavenue: that includes affilia¬ 
tion to the Labour Party. But more is 
needed. We require a fighting political al¬ 
ternative that goes beyond the bureau- 
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John Prescott: not the workers’ 
friend 


cratic socialist sects. Theyhave bad their 
day. Nor can the Labour Party be re- 
formedinto a vehicle for socialism. Act as 
one, yes, but there mustbe full democracy 
andopen debate.All economic andpo- 
liticalstruggles,hereinBritain, in Europe 
and aero ss the world must be co ordi nated 
Capitalism has its s tate we need our party. 
In short we need a C ommuni st Party. 

Unfortunately, though understandably, 
most union activists have their backs 
against the wall. Theyareconcemed with 
being good tradeunionists and to thatend 
they rush fromone dispute to another with 
no eye for the bigger picture. There are 
those, of course, who are members oftbis 
or that bureaucratic socialist sect, in local 
govemmentand the civil service, most no¬ 
tably the Socialist Workers Party and the 
SocialistParty in England and Wales. 

However, theyhave no worthwhile stra¬ 
tegic vision forthe working class. On the 
one hand they offer thepaltry optionof 
tire Respect popular front; on the other, a 
LabourParty marktwo;and in the mean¬ 
time the brittle perspectiveof isolation. 
Moreo ver, t he und eurocrat! c p ract ices of 
these sects are carried over into the un¬ 
ions - to the extent that most leftwing ac- 
tivistswho win leadership atlocallevel aid 
up constituting them selves asanout of 
touch and manipulative pettybureaucracy. 

No real progress in empowering rank 
and file members can be made until these 
political problems are addressed and 
positivelyresolved 1 

Alan Stevens 
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